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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SMITH of Nebraska). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
March 14, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ADRIAN 
SMITH to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2016, the Chair would now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 1 
minute p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. BISHOP of Utah) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

God of mercy, thank You for giving 
us another day. 

You alone can trace the deepest fault 
lines of history and read the highest 
aspirations of the human heart. 

Bless the Members of the people’s 
House today. Give them sound judg-
ment and make them as practical as 
the American people who sent them 
here as their Representatives. 

Help them to withstand open criti-
cism when they know what is right be-
fore You and conscience. Often they 
are characterized by half-truths and at-
tributed motives that are far beneath 
them. Uphold them at such times with 
personal integrity and compassion for 
those most in need. 

Having called them to serve others to 
the best of their ability, lift them even 
higher by Your grace and power to live 
and work for Your greater honor and 
glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
WILSON) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led 
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

A PUBLIC SERVANT REMEMBERED 

(Mr. EMMER of Minnesota asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the 

memory of Washington County Com-
missioner Ted Bearth, who passed away 
last week. 

Ted was elected to the county board 
in 2012 and was reelected in 2014, rep-
resenting Washington County’s Second 
District. However, Ted’s long record of 
public service began more than 40 years 
ago, when he was elected to the 
Oakdale City Council in 1974. He spent 
an impressive 26 years of service as a 
city council member and mayor. 

Ted’s commitment to Minnesota and 
his community goes well beyond elect-
ed office. As a Marine Corps veteran, he 
was also involved in the Oakdale Vet-
erans Memorial Committee. 

Ted Bearth was a beloved member of 
our community and a dedicated public 
servant. Despite his declining health, 
he stayed involved and in touch with 
county staffers and fellow commis-
sioners. He was known for his strong 
leadership and ability to forge lasting 
connections. 

I wish Ted’s family peace during this 
difficult time and assure them that he 
will be greatly missed by many Min-
nesotans. 

f 

IN HONOR OF NANCY DAVIS 
REAGAN 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last week the American peo-
ple lost a devoted public servant, 
Nancy Davis Reagan. 

As a former staff member of the 
Reagan administration, I will always 
appreciate the devotion of Nancy 
Reagan to the American people, espe-
cially to her husband ‘‘Ronnie.’’ 

Nancy Reagan will always be cher-
ished for how she inspired a Nation and 
showed that goodwill prevailed. She 
demonstrated that service by showing 
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small acts could make a world of dif-
ference. Nancy’s fierce love for her hus-
band and her country was her service. 

A passionate advocate for drug 
awareness and prevention, Nancy 
Reagan launched the ‘‘Just Say No’’ 
program to fight drug and alcohol 
abuse among young people to promote 
fulfilling lives. She strived to always 
make a positive impact for our citi-
zens. 

Mrs. Reagan showed that no act of 
kindness, no act of love, is too small to 
be meaningful. She practiced what she 
preached, living every day to the full-
est. In every sense of the word, she was 
the very model of a First Lady, wife, 
and mother. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

Happy 13th birthday, Addison. 

f 

DINA KIM RECEIVES PRESIDENT’S 
VOLUNTEER SERVICE AWARD 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late Dina Kim, a senior at State Col-
lege Area High School, located in 
Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congressional 
District, on earning the national Presi-
dent’s Volunteer Service Award. 

This award honors people across the 
Nation who have volunteered 100 hours 
per year or more in service to their 
communities. Dina has worked for 
years as a translator for Compassion 
Korea and was a former volunteer in 
Malaysia, helping to teach English to 
refugee students. 

Dina started volunteering with Com-
passion Korea when she was in fifth 
grade. The organization allows people 
from around the world to sponsor a 
child in need from another country. 
Dina works to translate letters from 
children to their sponsor families in 
Korean. 

Dina Kim estimates that she has ac-
cumulated 600 hours of volunteer serv-
ice both in State College, her former 
home in Texas, and in Malaysia. 

She will graduate this year and plans 
to attend college, majoring in linguis-
tics. She is an example of the great 
contributions young people can bring 
to the communities we serve. I con-
gratulate Dina on this award and wish 
her the best of luck in the future. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, March 10, 2016. 

Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 10, 2016 at 1:35 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 524. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1506 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. ROTHFUS) at 3 o’clock and 
6 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

FAIR RATEPAYER ACCOUNT-
ABILITY, TRANSPARENCY, AND 
EFFICIENCY STANDARDS ACT 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2984) to amend the Federal 
Power Act to provide that any inaction 
by the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission that allows a rate change 
to go into effect shall be treated as an 
order by the Commission for purposes 
of rehearing and court review. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2984 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fair Rate-
payer Accountability, Transparency, and Ef-
ficiency Standards Act’’ or the ‘‘Fair RATES 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENT TO THE FEDERAL POWER 

ACT. 
Subsection (d) of section 205 of the Federal 

Power Act (16 U.S.C. 824d(d)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: ‘‘Any ab-
sence of action by the Commission that al-
lows a change to take effect under this sec-

tion, including the Commission allowing the 
sixty days’ notice herein provided to expire 
without Commission action, shall be treated 
as an order issued by the Commission accept-
ing such change for purposes of section 313.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
insert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

As we begin consideration of this leg-
islation, I thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. KENNEDY) for 
bringing this matter to the attention 
of our committee. 

The Federal Power Act sets forth 
processes to set rates for electricity, 
including opportunities for the public 
to protest a rate change filed with 
FERC. New rates take effect if FERC 
approves them or if FERC fails to issue 
an order approving or denying the filed 
rate within 60 days. The failure to ap-
prove or deny a rate may result from 
agency delay or, in some limited cases, 
from a vote that results in a dead-
locked Commission, for example, a 2–2 
vote. In such cases, the rates become 
effective by operation of law even when 
these rates were not approved by a ma-
jority of Commissioners. 

The Federal Power Act provides ad-
ministrative redress for members of 
the public to protest Commission rate 
decisions. However, if these rates be-
come effective by operation of law—for 
example, a deadlock, 2–2—the adminis-
trative processes are not available to 
the public because FERC did not actu-
ally issue an order for the public to 
protest. The public literally gets shut 
out. 

I don’t want to speak for the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, but I 
think some of his constituents recently 
experienced this firsthand. As a result 
of that and of the hard work of Mr. 
KENNEDY’s, of his staff’s, and of the 
committee staffs’ on both sides of the 
aisle, this legislation was drafted, and 
we considered it in committee. We 
have it on the floor today, and I would 
urge all of the Members to support this 
important legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I thank the House for allowing me to 

discuss the Fair RATES Act, H.R. 2984, 
and for bringing it to the floor for a 
vote. 

I also thank Chairman WHITFIELD, 
Chairman UPTON, Ranking Members 
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RUSH and PALLONE, as well as the com-
mittee staffs on both sides, for their 
work with our office to help this bill 
move forward. In particular, to echo 
Chairman WHITFIELD’s comments, he 
has been an incredible partner with us 
as we have tried to move this bill for-
ward, and I am truly grateful for his 
assistance in doing so. 

Mr. Speaker, every year regulators in 
New England hold energy capacity auc-
tions to ensure that we have sufficient 
energy that is generated to meet con-
sumer demand. Two years ago, during 
an auction, there was a shortfall that 
triggered administrative pricing at tri-
ple the current capacity payments, 
skyrocketing from about $1 billion to 
$3 billion. 

That rate increase hasn’t even 
reached our constituents yet, and our 
region already pays the highest energy 
rates in the continental United States. 
Next June, a significant portion of 
their bills will triple due to that auc-
tion. 

When the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission reviewed the rate in-
crease, it was down to four commis-
sioners and it deadlocked 2–2. One 
Democratic Commissioner and one Re-
publican Commissioner raised concerns 
about whether those rates were just 
and reasonable for consumers. How-
ever, the rates took effect by operation 
of law without any action from FERC; 
and because there was no official deci-
sion by FERC, there was no decision to 
appeal, holding our constituents voice-
less. 

Another annual auction just took 
place last month with rates, again, 
that were three times higher than they 
are today. Those rates are, again, being 
reviewed by a shorthanded FERC, 
which sets up the potential for the 
exact same outcome of consumers, 
once again, being shut out of the proc-
ess. 

With bipartisan support and endorse-
ments from the American Public Power 
Association, the New England Public 
Power Association, the National Rural 
Electric Cooperative Association, my 
bill, the Fair RATES Act, would sim-
ply ensure that avenues of good gov-
ernance remain open. It provides that 
if at any time rate changes take effect 
by operation of law without Commis-
sion action, deadlocked or otherwise, 
aggrieved parties retain the right to 
protest those rates through the process 
that is outlined by the Federal Power 
Act. 

I am the first to admit that this is a 
complex issue, but my bill is a simple 
fix to a complex problem. When we as 
lawmakers identify a flaw in one of our 
laws, especially one that unduly harms 
our constituents, it is our obligation to 
act to amend the law. 

The unpredictability of my region’s 
energy rates means families can’t save 
for the future and local businesses 
can’t grow. The least we can do is to 
ensure that they will never be held 
voiceless when their electric bills ar-
rive at the end of each month; so I urge 
my colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I also want to give par-
ticular thanks to the committee staffs 
on both the majority and minority 
sides, including Patrick Currier, Alli-
son Trexler, Rick Kessler, Caitlin 
Haberman, and Alexander Ratner. 

Finally, I have to acknowledge some-
body on my own team, Eric Fins, who 
knows more about energy rates and ca-
pacity markets than he ever thought 
he would, and I am grateful for that. 
He is now writing a law school essay on 
the topic. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, in 

conclusion, I do want to thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, once 
again, for bringing this important issue 
before us. 

We must allow the public to have ad-
ministrative process relief, and this 
legislation will do that in those cases 
when FERC does not actually issue an 
order; so I would urge the passage of 
this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2984. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ENERGY EFFICIENT GOVERNMENT 
TECHNOLOGY ACT 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1268) to amend the Energy 
Independence and Security Act of 2007 
to promote energy efficiency via infor-
mation and computing technologies, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1268 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Energy Effi-
cient Government Technology Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ENERGY-EFFICIENT AND ENERGY-SAVING 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Subtitle C of title V of 

the Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (Public Law 110–140; 121 Stat. 1661) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 530. ENERGY-EFFICIENT AND ENERGY-SAV-

ING INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means 

the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget. 

‘‘(2) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY.—The term 
‘information technology’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 11101 of title 40, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(b) DEVELOPMENT OF IMPLEMENTATION 
STRATEGY.—Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this section, each Fed-
eral agency shall coordinate with the Direc-
tor, the Secretary, and the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency to de-
velop an implementation strategy (that in-

cludes best practices and measurement and 
verification techniques) for the mainte-
nance, purchase, and use by the Federal 
agency of energy-efficient and energy-saving 
information technologies, taking into con-
sideration the performance goals established 
under subsection (d). 

‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATION.—In developing an 
implementation strategy under subsection 
(b), each Federal agency shall consider— 

‘‘(1) advanced metering infrastructure; 
‘‘(2) energy-efficient data center strategies 

and methods of increasing asset and infra-
structure utilization; 

‘‘(3) advanced power management tools; 
‘‘(4) building information modeling, includ-

ing building energy management; 
‘‘(5) secure telework and travel substi-

tution tools; and 
‘‘(6) mechanisms to ensure that the agency 

realizes the energy cost savings brought 
about through increased efficiency and utili-
zation. 

‘‘(d) PERFORMANCE GOALS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Director, in consultation with the Sec-
retary, shall establish performance goals for 
evaluating the efforts of Federal agencies in 
improving the maintenance, purchase, and 
use of energy-efficient and energy-saving in-
formation technology. 

‘‘(2) BEST PRACTICES.—The Chief Informa-
tion Officers Council established under sec-
tion 3603 of title 44, United States Code, shall 
recommend best practices for the attain-
ment of the performance goals, which shall 
include Federal agency consideration of, to 
the extent applicable by law, the use of— 

‘‘(A) energy savings performance con-
tracting; and 

‘‘(B) utility energy services contracting. 
‘‘(e) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(1) AGENCY REPORTS.—Each Federal agen-

cy shall include in the report of the agency 
under section 527 a description of the efforts 
and results of the agency under this section. 

‘‘(2) OMB GOVERNMENT EFFICIENCY REPORTS 
AND SCORECARDS.—Effective beginning not 
later than October 1, 2017, the Director shall 
include in the annual report and scorecard of 
the Director required under section 528 a de-
scription of the efforts and results of Federal 
agencies under this section.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for the Energy Independence and 
Security Act of 2007 is amended by adding 
after the item relating to section 529 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Sec. 530. Energy-efficient and energy-sav-

ing information technologies.’’. 
SEC. 3. ENERGY EFFICIENT DATA CENTERS. 

Section 453 of the Energy Independence 
and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17112) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)(D)(iv), by striking 
‘‘determined by the organization’’ and in-
serting ‘‘proposed by the stakeholders’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (b)(3); and 
(3) by striking subsections (c) through (g) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(c) STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT.—The Sec-

retary and the Administrator shall carry out 
subsection (b) in collaboration with the in-
formation technology industry and other 
key stakeholders, with the goal of producing 
results that accurately reflect the most rel-
evant and useful information available. In 
such collaboration, the Secretary and the 
Administrator shall pay particular attention 
to organizations that— 

‘‘(1) have members with expertise in energy 
efficiency and in the development, operation, 
and functionality of data centers, informa-
tion technology equipment, and software, 
such as representatives of hardware manu-
facturers, data center operators, and facility 
managers; 
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‘‘(2) obtain and address input from Depart-

ment of Energy National Laboratories or 
any college, university, research institution, 
industry association, company, or public in-
terest group with applicable expertise; 

‘‘(3) follow— 
‘‘(A) commonly accepted procedures for 

the development of specifications; and 
‘‘(B) accredited standards development 

processes; and 
‘‘(4) have a mission to promote energy effi-

ciency for data centers and information 
technology. 

‘‘(d) MEASUREMENTS AND SPECIFICATIONS.— 
The Secretary and the Administrator shall 
consider and assess the adequacy of the spec-
ifications, measurements, best practices, and 
benchmarks described in subsection (b) for 
use by the Federal Energy Management Pro-
gram, the Energy Star Program, and other 
efficiency programs of the Department of 
Energy or the Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

‘‘(e) STUDY.—The Secretary, in collabora-
tion with the Administrator, shall, not later 
than 18 months after the date of enactment 
of the Energy Efficient Government Tech-
nology Act, make available to the public an 
update to the Report to Congress on Server 
and Data Center Energy Efficiency published 
on August 2, 2007, under section 1 of Public 
Law 109–431 (120 Stat. 2920), that provides— 

‘‘(1) a comparison and gap analysis of the 
estimates and projections contained in the 
original report with new data regarding the 
period from 2008 through 2015; 

‘‘(2) an analysis considering the impact of 
information technologies, including 
virtualization and cloud computing, in the 
public and private sectors; 

‘‘(3) an evaluation of the impact of the 
combination of cloud platforms, mobile de-
vices, social media, and big data on data cen-
ter energy usage; 

‘‘(4) an evaluation of water usage in data 
centers and recommendations for reductions 
in such water usage; and 

‘‘(5) updated projections and recommenda-
tions for best practices through fiscal year 
2020. 

‘‘(f) DATA CENTER ENERGY PRACTITIONER 
PROGRAM.—The Secretary, in collaboration 
with key stakeholders and the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget, shall 
maintain a data center energy practitioner 
program that leads to the certification of en-
ergy practitioners qualified to evaluate the 
energy usage and efficiency opportunities in 
Federal data centers. Each Federal agency 
shall consider having the data centers of the 
agency evaluated every 4 years, in accord-
ance with section 543(f) of the National En-
ergy Conservation Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 
8253), by energy practitioners certified pursu-
ant to such program. 

‘‘(g) OPEN DATA INITIATIVE.—The Sec-
retary, in collaboration with key stake-
holders and the Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget, shall establish an 
open data initiative for Federal data center 
energy usage data, with the purpose of mak-
ing such data available and accessible in a 
manner that encourages further data center 
innovation, optimization, and consolidation. 
In establishing the initiative, the Secretary 
shall consider the use of the online Data 
Center Maturity Model. 

‘‘(h) INTERNATIONAL SPECIFICATIONS AND 
METRICS.—The Secretary, in collaboration 
with key stakeholders, shall actively partici-
pate in efforts to harmonize global specifica-
tions and metrics for data center energy and 
water efficiency. 

‘‘(i) DATA CENTER UTILIZATION METRIC.— 
The Secretary, in collaboration with key 
stakeholders, shall facilitate the develop-
ment of an efficiency metric that measures 
the energy efficiency of a data center (in-
cluding equipment and facilities). 

‘‘(j) PROTECTION OF PROPRIETARY INFORMA-
TION.—The Secretary and the Administrator 
shall not disclose any proprietary informa-
tion or trade secrets provided by any indi-
vidual or company for the purposes of car-
rying out this section or the programs and 
initiatives established under this section.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
insert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

b 1515 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I thank Representative ESHOO of 
California, a member of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, for her work on 
this bill. 

This legislation would require Fed-
eral agencies to coordinate with the Of-
fice of Management and Budget, the 
Department of Energy, and the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to de-
velop an implementation strategy, in-
cluding best practices and measure-
ment and verification techniques for 
the maintenance, purchase, and use of 
energy-efficient and energy-saving in-
formation technologies. OMB would be 
required to track and report on each 
agency’s progress. 

In 2013, the U.S. data centers con-
sumed an estimated 91 billion kilo-
watt-hours of electricity, enough elec-
tricity to power all of the households 
in New York City twice over; and, I 
might say, they are on track to reach 
140 billion kilowatt-hours by 2020. This 
amounts to roughly 2 percent of all the 
electricity used in the U.S. each year. 
Federal data centers are responsible for 
at least 10 percent of all U.S. data cen-
ter energy use. 

Consequently, this bill seeks to im-
prove the energy efficiency of Federal 
data centers by, in part, requiring the 
Department of Energy to update a 2007 
report on data center energy efficiency 
and maintain a data center energy 
practitioner certification program. 
DOE also would establish an open data 
initiative to help share best practices 
and support further innovation and de-
velop a metric that measures data cen-
ter energy efficiency. 

So this is a very important bill that 
focuses on efficiency in these Federal 
data centers, and I would urge all of 
the Members to support this legisla-
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise in support of H.R. 1268, the En-
ergy Efficient Government Technology 
Act, sponsored by two Energy and 
Commerce Committee members, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ESHOO) and the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. KINZINGER). 

H.R. 1268 promotes the use of energy- 
efficient and energy-saving informa-
tion technologies and practices across 
the Federal Government, especially in 
data centers. 

The bill amends the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007, the 
EISA Act, to require Federal agencies 
to coordinate with OMB, DOE, and 
EPA in developing an implementation 
strategy for maintenance, purchase, 
and use of energy-efficient and energy- 
saving information technologies. 

The legislation highlights specific 
items that should be considered in the 
strategy and sets performance goals to 
evaluate agencies’ efforts. It would also 
amend EISA to require DOE and EPA 
to collaborate with stakeholders as 
they implement the data center effi-
ciency program and other measures to 
improve data center efficiency. 

This legislation was reported with 
unanimous consent last month by the 
Energy and Commerce Committee, and 
the provisions of H.R. 1268 previously 
passed committee in 2015 as part of 
H.R. 8. 

I commend Ms. ESHOO and Mr. 
KINZINGER. This is good, bipartisan effi-
ciency legislation that deserves all of 
our support. 

I urge my colleagues to support its 
passage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I have 

no further speakers. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I’m pleased to 

rise today in support of my legislation, the En-
ergy Efficient Government Technology Act. I 
thank Chairman UPTON, Ranking Member PAL-
LONE, and my legislative partner Congressman 
ADAM KINZINGER for their strong support of this 
bill. 

This bill is all about bringing our federal gov-
ernment’s IT and data centers into the 21st 
century. The federal government is the na-
tion’s largest landowner, employer, and energy 
user and should lead by example in this field. 
By requiring federal agencies to utilize the 
best technologies and energy management 
strategies, this legislation will reduce the fed-
eral government’s energy use, save taxpayer 
dollars, and set the standard for the private 
sector. 

Today, the world generates more data in 
twelve hours than was generated in all of 
human history prior to 2003. This data must 
be stored and processed at data centers 
which are the backbone of the 21st century 
economy but can be highly energy inefficient. 
While we now routinely hear about data cen-
ters, this was not the case when I began ex-
amining this issue over a decade ago. In 
those days I had to explain to my colleagues 
what a data center was. Today, most people 
understand that data centers are a critical part 
of our national infrastructure and are found in 
nearly every sector of our economy. According 
to the GSA, the federal government alone has 
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more than 2,000 data centers which store ev-
erything from Social Security and tax records 
to e-books at the Library of Congress. 

Data centers are critical to our economy and 
our lives, but they can be extremely inefficient 
when it comes to energy use. Experts esti-
mate that most data centers could slash their 
energy use by up to 80 or 90 percent by sim-
ply implementing existing technologies and 
best practices. Several Silicon Valley compa-
nies have taken the lead in developing effi-
cient, sustainable data centers, but we can do 
much more across both the private sector and 
government. 

H.R. 1268 will drive energy efficiency im-
provements across the government’s IT and 
data centers by requiring federal agencies to: 

1. Utilize the best technologies and energy 
management strategies; 

2. Formulate specific goals and periodically 
evaluate their energy efficiency; and 

3. Make data center energy usage statistics 
public in a way that empowers further innova-
tion. 

Importantly, the bill requires government 
agencies to formulate specific performance 
goals and a means to calculate overall cost 
savings. The Department of Energy estimates 
that implementation of best practices alone 
could reduce the government’s data center en-
ergy bill by 20 to 40 percent. And the Center 
for Climate and Energy Solutions found that 
widespread adoption of energy efficient infor-
mation technologies could save the federal 
government over $5 billion in energy costs 
through 2020. 

In 2005, I authored language in the Energy 
Policy Act which mandated an EPA study on 
the energy use and energy costs of data cen-
ters. This report was transmitted to Congress 
in 2007 and served as a driver of both private 
and public investment in energy efficiency. 
Based on widespread agreement across gov-
ernment, industry and academia, the bill be-
fore us today requires an update to this impor-
tant report. H.R. 1268 also creates a new 
‘‘Open Data’’ initiative to make federal data 
center energy usage statistics publicly avail-
able in a way that empowers further innova-
tion. 

The Energy Efficient Government Tech-
nology Act passed the House last Congress 
with 375 votes. It passed the House again in 
this Congress as part of H.R. 8, and it is in-
cluded in the Senate’s comprehensive energy 
bill which is currently being debated. This non-
controversial, bipartisan bill has strong support 
from both industry and energy efficiency advo-
cates, and I urge my colleagues to support it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1268, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

FEDERAL POWER ACT 
AMENDMENT 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4427) to amend section 203 of 
the Federal Power Act, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4427 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. CLARIFICATION OF FACILITY MERG-

ER AUTHORIZATION. 
Section 203(a)(1)(B) of the Federal Power 

Act (16 U.S.C. 824b(a)(1)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘such facilities or any part thereof’’ 
and inserting ‘‘such facilities, or any part 
thereof, of a value in excess of $10,000,000’’. 
SEC. 2. NOTIFICATION FOR CERTAIN TRANS-

ACTIONS. 
Section 203(a) of the Federal Power Act (16 

U.S.C. 824b(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7)(A) Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Commission shall promulgate a rule requir-
ing any public utility that is seeking to 
merge or consolidate, directly or indirectly, 
its facilities subject to the jurisdiction of 
the Commission, or any part thereof, with 
those of any other person, to notify the Com-
mission of such transaction not later than 30 
days after the date on which the transaction 
is consummated if— 

‘‘(i) such facilities, or any part thereof, are 
of a value in excess of $1,000,000; and 

‘‘(ii) such public utility is not required to 
secure an order of the Commission under 
paragraph (1)(B). 

‘‘(B) In establishing any notification re-
quirement under subparagraph (A), the Com-
mission shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, minimize the paperwork burden re-
sulting from the collection of information.’’. 
SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendment made by section 1 shall 
take effect 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to insert 
extraneous materials in the RECORD on 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Section 203 of the Federal Power Act 
establishes requirements for the sale, 
disposition, merger, purchase, and ac-
quisition of certain utility assets and 
facilities. In the Energy Policy Act of 
2005, Congress amended section 203 by 
dividing the section into separate stat-
utory subsections, adding a new sub-
section granting FERC jurisdiction to 
review sales of certain generating fa-
cilities and increasing the minimum 
monetary threshold from $50,000 to $10 
million for three of the four statutory 
subsections. This monetary threshold 
serves as a floor to ensure that public 
utilities would only be required to file 
and FERC to review proposed trans-

actions of a minimal material signifi-
cance. 

As amended by Congress in 2005, the 
subsection in section 203 of the Federal 
Power Act that pertains to mergers 
and consolidations of FERC jurisdic-
tional facilities did not include an ex-
press minimum monetary threshold of 
$10 million or any other amount. FERC 
has since interpreted this statutory 
change as eliminating the de minimis 
exceptions for mergers and consolida-
tions. As a result, mergers and consoli-
dations of any amount, no matter how 
small, require FERC approval. 

This legislation, H.R. 4427, which was 
introduced by Mr. POMPEO of Kansas, 
remedies this discrepancy by amending 
section 203 to expressly include a min-
imum monetary threshold of $10 mil-
lion for mergers and consolidations of 
FERC jurisdictional facilities, thereby 
mirroring the existing $10 million mon-
etary threshold set forth in the other 
three subsections of section 203. 

As explained by the general counsel 
of FERC, ‘‘adding a $10 million de mini-
mus threshold to the ‘merge and con-
solidate clause’ . . . could ease the ad-
ministrative burden on the Commis-
sion staff and the regulatory burden on 
industry without a significant negative 
effect on the Commission’s regulatory 
responsibilities.’’ 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Members to pass this legislation intro-
duced by the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. POMPEO). 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of H.R. 4427, legisla-

tion by the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. POMPEO), which would add a $10 
million threshold to trigger FERC re-
view of a merger or consolidation 
under section 203 of the Federal Power 
Act. 

This is a significant change to cur-
rent law as established by the Energy 
Policy Act of 2005 that essentially did 
away with the Public Utilities Holding 
Company Act, PUHCA, as it had ex-
isted for 70 years, in order to reduce 
the burden on industry. 

But it also fundamentally altered 
and strengthened section 203 of the 
Federal Power Act to protect against 
potential market abuses that might 
arise without the protections of 
PUHCA. With that reasonable com-
promise authored by then-Chairmen 
BARTON and Domenici, it earned the bi-
partisan support of Ranking Members 
Dingell and Bingaman. 

Testimony we heard at a recent En-
ergy and Power Subcommittee hearing 
highlighted that, last year, roughly 20 
percent of section 203 applications fell 
beneath the $10 million threshold. That 
is a significant number of applications. 

Furthermore, in multiple conversa-
tions with FERC general counsel and 
others, it became clear that, if the bill 
were to be enacted in its original form, 
FERC would have no way to know if at-
tempts were being made to evade the 
review threshold by structuring major 
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merger consolidation activity as a se-
ries of below-threshold consolidations. 
FERC has already told us that it has 
the tools to deal with efforts to evade 
review through such schemes if it finds 
out that they are occurring. 

However, the clear problem was, 
which FERC acknowledged, that the 
bill, as introduced, would leave the 
Commission with no standardized way 
to acquire information to even know 
that these below-threshold trans-
actions were actually occurring. I 
think we can all agree that FERC 
should not have to rely on trade publi-
cations or word of mouth to know that 
merger consolidation activity is occur-
ring involving regulated entities. 

The easiest way to address this prob-
lem is by requiring regulated entities 
engaging in merger or consolidation 
activity to simply have to notify FERC 
that a transaction is occurring, and 
that is exactly what the committee did 
when it adopted by voice vote an 
amendment by Subcommittee Ranking 
Member BOBBY RUSH. 

The bill, as reported by the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, requires 
FERC to begin a rulemaking process to 
develop a short, simple notification 
process for transactions between $1 
million and $10 million. The bill also 
includes statutory direction to FERC 
to minimize the notification burden on 
industry to the maximum extent pos-
sible. 

What we envisioned is a standard 
form of a page or less, able to be com-
pleted online, that simply informs 
FERC that a transaction is occurring 
or has recently occurred, who is in-
volved, what the appropriate amount of 
that transaction is, and a brief descrip-
tion of the transaction. The bill we are 
considering now also adds language re-
quested by industry, supported by both 
the chairman and ranking member of 
the committee, which provides further 
certainty by setting a reporting dead-
line of not later than 30 days from the 
consummation of a reportable trans-
action. 

I commend the gentleman from Illi-
nois and the gentleman from Kansas, 
along with Chairman UPTON, Chairman 
WHITFIELD, and Ranking Member PAL-
LONE, for coming together and address-
ing this issue. It is a sensible piece of 
legislation that reduces the burden not 
only on industry, Mr. Speaker, but also 
on the government, while ensuring the 
public good is protected. 

I urge passage of the legislation. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, as the 

gentleman from Massachusetts made 
reference, this bill will reduce regu-
latory burdens, bring important parity 
to the statute, while also protecting 
ratepayers by providing important no-
tice requirements. I would urge its pas-
sage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 

rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4427, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REINSTATING AND EXTENDING 
DEADLINE FOR CONSTRUCTION 
OF HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 
INVOLVING CLARK CANYON DAM 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2080) to reinstate and extend 
the deadline for commencement of con-
struction of a hydroelectric project in-
volving Clark Canyon Dam. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2080 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF TIME FOR A FEDERAL 

ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
PROJECT INVOLVING CLARK CAN-
YON DAM. 

Notwithstanding the time period described 
in section 13 of the Federal Power Act (16 
U.S.C. 806) that would otherwise apply to the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
project numbered 12429, the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Commission’’) shall, at the 
request of the licensee for the project, and 
after reasonable notice and in accordance 
with the procedures of the Commission under 
that section, reinstate the license and extend 
the time period during which the licensee is 
required to commence construction of 
project works for the 3-year period beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to insert extra-
neous material in the RECORD on the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Montana (Mr. ZINKE), who is the author 
of this legislation. 

b 1530 

Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in firm support of H.R. 2080, which rein-
states and extends the deadline for con-
struction of the Clark Canyon Dam hy-
droelectric project. 

The dam is located outside of Dillon, 
Montana, and will provide critical elec-
tricity to both Montana and Idaho. 
That is why I am proud to have the en-
tire Idaho delegation with me and the 
entirety of the Montana delegation in 
support of this bill. 

The issue is the red tape. Despite the 
importance of the project, the red tape 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
has created an impassable deadlock in 
it that won’t allow for construction of 
it. Even though we all recognize that 
hydroelectric power is clean and it is 
appropriate and the project is enor-
mously important to Montana and 
Idaho, the bureaucratic red tape has 
just prevented it from going forward. 

This is why we are here. Congress 
must act, and Congress will act. I am 
sure my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle will agree that this is a wor-
thy project for Congress to use our au-
thority and to introduce the legislation 
to authorize such projects and inde-
pendently move ahead. 

This is why I urge all my colleagues 
to support H.R. 2080. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2080, a bill sponsored and led by the 
gentleman from Montana (Mr. ZINKE) 
to reinstate and extend the deadline for 
commencement of construction on the 
hydroelectric project involving Clark 
Canyon Dam. 

Mr. Speaker, on August 26, 2009, 
FERC licensed the Clark Canyon Dam 
project at the Bureau of Reclamation’s 
Clark Canyon Dam on the Beaverhead 
River in Beaverhead County, Montana. 

Section 13 of the Federal Power Act 
requires licensees to commence con-
struction of the hydroelectric project 
within a time fixed by the license, no 
more than 2 years from its being 
issued. It also authorizes FERC to 
issue one extension of that deadline for 
no more than 2 years. 

In March of 2015, FERC terminated 
the license for the Clark Canyon Dam 
hydroelectric project after the licensee 
did not commence construction by the 
already extended deadline of August 
2013. 

The bill authorizes FERC to rein-
state the terminated license for the 
Clark Canyon Dam hydroelectric 
project to extend for 6 years the date 
by which the licensee is required to 
commence construction. FERC has no 
objections to this legislation, and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce 
reported the bill by voice vote without 
dissent. 

I hope my colleagues will support 
passage of H.R. 2080. I commend the 
gentleman from Montana for all his 
work in bringing this to the floor. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, this is 

an important piece of legislation to 
give additional time for the develop-
ment of Clark Canyon Dam, for which 
a license has been issued in the past. I 
urge passage of this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2080. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
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rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXTENDING DEADLINE FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECT INVOLVING GIBSON 
DAM 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2081) to extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of a 
hydroelectric project involving the 
Gibson Dam. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2081 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FEDERAL 

ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
PROJECT INVOLVING GIBSON DAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the re-
quirements of section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission project numbered 12478–003, the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘‘Commis-
sion’’) may, at the request of the licensee for 
the project, and after reasonable notice and 
in accordance with the procedures of the 
Commission under that section, extend the 
time period during which the licensee is re-
quired to commence construction of the 
project for a 6-year period that begins on the 
date described in subsection (b). 

(b) DATE DESCRIBED.—The date described in 
this subsection is the date of the expiration 
of the extension of the period required for 
commencement of construction for the 
project described in subsection (a) that was 
issued by the Commission prior to the date 
of enactment of this Act under section 13 of 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Montana (Mr. ZINKE), the author of 
this legislation. 

Mr. ZINKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
firm support of H.R. 2081, which rein-
states and extends the deadline for con-
struction of the Gibson Dam hydro-
electric project. 

Similar to the project before, the 
Gibson Dam—this is situated in Au-
gusta, Montana—is a partnership be-
tween the Greenfields Irrigation Dis-
trict of Fairfield, Montana, and Toll-

house Energy of Bellingham, Wash-
ington. 

The project was officially licensed by 
FERC in 2014, and a 2-year extension 
was also granted that year. Unfortu-
nately, delays once again in paperwork 
and redtape require that Congress act 
to extend the deadline. 

I am fairly confident that my col-
leagues on the other side will also sup-
port this bill, being that the same issue 
before us is dams provide a clean 
source of power. 

The project has been reviewed mul-
tiple times, and it is in the best inter-
ests of Montana and our country. The 
dam itself is important not only to 
Montana and local farming commu-
nities, but it also protects pivotal wild-
life in areas around it. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2081. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this legislation was re-

ported unanimously out by the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. I 
know of no objections to the bill. I 
commend Mr. ZINKE for his work on 
bringing it to the floor. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I urge 

passage of this legislation. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2081. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

EXTENDING DEADLINE FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECT NUMBERED 12642 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3447) to extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of a 
hydroelectric project, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3447 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the time 
period specified in section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission project numbered 12642, the 
Commission may, at the request of the li-
censee for the project, and after reasonable 
notice, in accordance with the good faith, 
due diligence, and public interest require-
ments of that section and the Commission’s 
procedures under that section, extend the 

time period during which the licensee is re-
quired to commence the construction of the 
project for up to 3 consecutive 2-year periods 
from the date of the expiration of the exten-
sion originally issued by the Commission. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSE.— 
If the period required for commencement of 
construction of the project described in sub-
section (a) has expired prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall reinstate the license effective as of the 
date of its expiration and the first extension 
authorized under subsection (a) shall take ef-
fect on the date of such expiration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to give a strong 
thanks to the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for her work on 
this legislation. 

This, like the other two pieces of leg-
islation that we have just passed, re-
fers to a hydroelectric project, in 
North Carolina in this instance. 

Like the facts in the other cases, 
after granting a license to commence 
construction of this project, FERC 
issued an order terminating the project 
license as a result of continued delays 
by the project applicant and other 
agencies. 

This legislation requires FERC to re-
instate the license and extend the start 
time for construction of the W. Kerr 
Scott Dam project for 6 years. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, this 
legislation was reported unanimously 
out by the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. I know of no objections to 
the bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I urge 

the passage of this legislation. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3447, as 
amended 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 
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EXTENDING DEADLINE FOR CON-

STRUCTION OF HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECT NUMBERED 12715 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4416) to extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of a 
hydroelectric project. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4416 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the time 
period specified in section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission project numbered 12715, the 
Commission may, at the request of the li-
censee for the project, and after reasonable 
notice, in accordance with the good faith, 
due diligence, and public interest require-
ments of that section and the Commission’s 
procedures under that section, extend the 
time period during which the licensee is re-
quired to commence the construction of the 
project for up to 3 consecutive 2-year periods 
from the date of the expiration of the exten-
sion originally issued by the Commission. 
Any obligation of the licensee for the pay-
ment of annual charges under section 10(e) of 
the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 803(e)) shall 
commence upon conclusion of the time pe-
riod to commence construction of the 
project, as extended by the Commission 
under this subsection. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSE.— 
If the period required for commencement of 
construction of the project described in sub-
section (a) has expired prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall reinstate the license effective as of the 
date of its expiration and the first extension 
authorized under subsection (a) shall take ef-
fect on the date of such expiration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to give a special 
thanks to the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY) for his work 
on this legislation. 

Like the other three before, this re-
lates to a hydropower project, this one 
located at the Jennings Randolph Dam 
in West Virginia. Like the other cases, 
after granting a license to commence 
construction of this project, FERC 
issued an order terminating the project 
license as a result of continued delays 
by the project applicant and other 
agencies. 

This legislation simply requires 
FERC to reinstate the license and ex-
tend the start time for construction of 
the Jennings Randolph Dam in West 
Virginia for 6 years. 

I urge the passage of this legislation. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this legislation was re-

ported unanimously by the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. I know of no 
objections to the bill. I commend my 
colleague, the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY), for bringing 
it to the floor. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4416. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

EXTENDING DEADLINE FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECT NUMBERED 13287 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4434) to extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of a 
hydroelectric project. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4434 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the time 
period specified in section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission project numbered 13287, the 
Commission may, at the request of the li-
censee for the project, and after reasonable 
notice, in accordance with the good faith, 
due diligence, and public interest require-
ments of that section and the Commission’s 
procedures under that section, extend the 
time period during which the licensee is re-
quired to commence the construction of the 
project for up to 4 consecutive 2-year periods 
from the date of the expiration of the time 
period required for commencement of con-
struction prescribed in the license. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSE.— 
If the period required for commencement of 
construction of the project described in sub-
section (a) has expired prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Commission 
may reinstate the license effective as of the 
date of its expiration and the first extension 
authorized under subsection (a) shall take ef-
fect on the date of such expiration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 

Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, this is legis-
lation extending, for 8 years in this 
case, construction of a hydropower 
project at the Collinsville Dam in New 
York. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. GIBSON) for his work on 
this bill. 

Once again, the FERC had issued a li-
cense to commence construction of this 
project. They then issued an order ter-
minating the project because it did not 
meet certain time deadlines because of 
delays by the project applicant and 
other agencies. 

This legislation simply requires 
FERC to reinstate the license and ex-
tend the start time for a period of 8 
years. I urge the passage of this legisla-
tion. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported 

unanimously by the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. It has the support 
of a number of Democrats on the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce from 
New York who have been working with 
Mr. GIBSON on the legislation, includ-
ing Mr. ENGEL, Mr. TONKO, and Ms. 
CLARKE. It was reported out, as I said, 
without dissent. 

I urge passage of the bill. 
I commend Mr. GIBSON for bringing it 

to the floor. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4434. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 
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EXTENDING DEADLINE FOR CON-

STRUCTION OF HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECT NUMBERED 12737 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4411) to extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of a 
hydroelectric project. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4411 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the time 
period specified in section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission project numbered 12737, the 
Commission may, at the request of the li-
censee for the project, and after reasonable 
notice, in accordance with the good faith, 
due diligence, and public interest require-
ments of that section and the Commission’s 
procedures under that section, extend the 
time period during which the licensee is re-
quired to commence the construction of the 
project for up to 3 consecutive 2-year periods 
from the date of the expiration of the exten-
sion originally issued by the Commission. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSE.— 
If the period required for commencement of 
construction of the project described in sub-
section (a) has expired prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Commission 
may reinstate the license for the project ef-
fective as of the date of its expiration and 
the first extension authorized under sub-
section (a) shall take effect on the date of 
such expiration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

b 1545 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH), who is the au-
thor of this legislation. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill, like the others before it dealing 
with dams, deals with a dam in 
Alleghany County, Virginia, the 
Gathright Dam project. It, too, was 
given a license. It, too, for various rea-
sons amongst the agencies in the com-
pany seeking to build a hydroelectric 
dam or add to the project there, has 
not met the time constraints. This bill 
would extend that for up to 6 years. I 
would ask that we adopt it. 

I would point out that this project 
would be a run-of-river project. In 
other words, it is not going to change 
the flow of the river in any way. 

With that being said, Mr. Speaker, I 
ask that this bill be passed by the en-
tire House. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation was re-
ported out unanimously by the Energy 
and Commerce Committee. I know of 
no objections to the bill. I commend 
my colleague from Virginia (Mr. GRIF-
FITH) for bringing it to the floor. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the House may 
be setting a record today on hydro-
power projects. 

I urge passage of the bill. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4411. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EXTENDING DEADLINE FOR CON-
STRUCTION OF HYDROELECTRIC 
PROJECT NUMBERED 12740 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4412) to extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of a 
hydroelectric project. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4412 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the time 
period specified in section 13 of the Federal 
Power Act (16 U.S.C. 806) that would other-
wise apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission project numbered 12740, the 
Commission may, at the request of the li-
censee for the project, and after reasonable 
notice, in accordance with the good faith, 
due diligence, and public interest require-
ments of that section and the Commission’s 
procedures under that section, extend the 
time period during which the licensee is re-
quired to commence the construction of the 
project for up to 3 consecutive 2-year periods 
from the date of the expiration of the exten-
sion originally issued by the Commission. 

(b) REINSTATEMENT OF EXPIRED LICENSE.— 
If the period required for commencement of 
construction of the project described in sub-
section (a) has expired prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Commission 
may reinstate the license for the project ef-
fective as of the date of its expiration and 
the first extension authorized under sub-
section (a) shall take effect on the date of 
such expiration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. KEN-
NEDY) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the 
RECORD on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Before I get into a specific discussion 
of this legislation, I do want to thank 
the staff on both the Republican and 
Democratic side of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee. 

I certainly want to thank Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. PALLONE for 
working with us on all of these impor-
tant pieces of legislation. 

Once again, this particular bill re-
lates to a hydropower project at the 
Flannagan Dam in Virginia. I would 
like to thank the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GRIFFITH) for his work on 
this legislation. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH). 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, like the 
previous bills, this is a dam project in 
which the license was issued, but for 
various reasons, the timeline has ex-
pired or is about to expire, and this 
would give it up to an additional 6 
years in which to get the project com-
pleted. 

This, like the other one I mentioned, 
is also a run-of-river hydroelectric 
project, which means it won’t change 
the flow of the river. None of the sports 
and recreational activities will be af-
fected negatively in any way. 

This is located in Dickenson County. 
It is the Flannagan project. I ask the 
House to approve this extension. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to conclude 
today by thanking committee staff 
from both sides of the aisle, again, on 
the Energy and Commerce Committee 
for all the work they put into making 
sure that the legislation today is pos-
sible. A tremendous amount of hours 
went into those efforts. 

I also want to commend Mr. WHIT-
FIELD, Mr. RUSH, Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. 
UPTON for working in such a collabo-
rative manner to get these bills to the 
floor today as well as the individual 
sponsors of the bill. Mr. GRIFFITH had 
two important pieces of legislation for 
his district. 

Mr. Speaker, this specific piece of 
legislation was reported, again, unani-
mously by the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. I know of no objections to 
the bill. I urge its passage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I also 

urge passage of H.R. 4412. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
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WHITFIELD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4412. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CONDEMNING VIOLATIONS OF 
INTERNATIONAL LAW BY THE 
GOVERNMENT OF SYRIA 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 121) expressing the sense 
of the Congress condemning the gross 
violations of international law 
amounting to war crimes and crimes 
against humanity by the Government 
of Syria, its allies, and other parties to 
the conflict in Syria, and asking the 
President to direct his Ambassador at 
the United Nations to promote the es-
tablishment of a war crimes tribunal 
where these crimes could be addressed, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 121 

Whereas the Government of Syria, led by 
President Bashar al-Assad, has engaged in 
widespread torture and rape, employed star-
vation as a weapon of war, and massacred ci-
vilians, including through the use of chem-
ical weapons, cluster munitions, and barrel 
bombs; 

Whereas the vast majority of the civilians 
who have died in the Syrian conflict have 
been killed by the Government of Syria led 
by President Bashar al-Assad and its allies, 
specifically the Russian Federation, the Is-
lamic Republic of Iran, and Iran’s terrorist 
proxies including Hezbollah; 

Whereas the Government of Syria report-
edly has subjected nearly 1,000,000 civilians 
to devastating sieges and manipulated the 
delivery of humanitarian aid for its own 
gain, thereby weaponizing starvation against 
populations, such as in Madaya; 

Whereas the Government of Syria con-
tinues to target schools, water, electric, and 
medical facilities as a way to deny civilians 
access to critical infrastructure and basic 
services; 

Whereas the Government of Syria has con-
ducted massive and widespread enforced dis-
appearances, systematic torture, and killing, 
amounting to what the United Nations Inde-
pendent International Commission of In-
quiry on the Syrian Arab Republic recently 
described as ‘‘extermination’’ at the hands of 
the State; 

Whereas the same Commission of Inquiry 
described these and other actions per-
petrated by the Government of Syria as war 
crimes and crimes against humanity; 

Whereas the Government of Syria and its 
allies have carried out mass atrocities with-
out regard for international norms or human 
decency; 

Whereas the Government of Syria and its 
allies have attacked various religious and 
ethnic minority populations in Syria, includ-
ing Christians, Turkmens, and Ismaelis; 

Whereas the Russian Federation has not 
only enabled the Government of Syria’s per-
petration of these crimes but has committed 
its own violations of international law by 
leading deliberate bombing campaigns on ci-

vilian targets including bakeries, hospitals, 
markets, and schools, contrary to United Na-
tions Security Council Resolution 2254, 
adopted on December 18, 2015, which de-
manded ‘‘that all parties immediately cease 
any attacks against civilians and civilian ob-
jects’’; 

Whereas the attacks by the Government of 
Syria and its allies have focused on civilian 
targets and the United States-backed opposi-
tion, and have led to the expansion of the Is-
lamic State in Syria; 

Whereas other parties to the conflict in 
Syria, including the Islamic State of Iraq 
and the Levant and the al-Nusra Front, have 
engaged in torture, rape, summary execution 
of government soldiers, kidnapping for ran-
som, and violence against civilians; 

Whereas these continued violations of 
international law, without any promise of 
accountability, jeopardize hope for estab-
lishing a meaningful and lasting peace 
through the Geneva and Vienna processes; 

Whereas Syria is not a state-party to the 
Rome Statute and is not a member of the 
International Criminal Court; 

Whereas the United States supports the 
collection and analysis of documentation re-
lated to the ongoing violations of human 
rights, the coordination of Syrian and inter-
national actors working on documentation 
and transitional justice efforts, and edu-
cation and outreach on transitional justice 
concepts and processes, including efforts of 
the Syria Justice and Accountability Center 
sponsored by the United States and various 
other states and multilateral institutions; 

Whereas the international community has 
previously established ad hoc or regional tri-
bunals through the United Nations to bring 
justice in specific countries where war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, and geno-
cide have been committed; 

Whereas ad hoc or regional tribunals, in-
cluding the International Criminal Tribunal 
for the former Yugoslavia, the International 
Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda, and the Spe-
cial Court for Sierra Leone, have success-
fully investigated and prosecuted war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, and geno-
cide, and there are many positive lessons to 
be learned from such tribunals; and 

Whereas any lasting, peaceful solution to 
the conflict in Syria must be based upon jus-
tice for all, including members of all fac-
tions, political parties, ethnicities, and reli-
gions: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That Congress— 

(1) strongly condemns the continued use of 
unlawful and indiscriminate violence against 
civilian populations by the Government of 
Syria, its allies, and other parties to the con-
flict; 

(2) urges the United States and its partners 
to continue to demand and work toward the 
cessation of attacks on Syrian civilians by 
the Government of Syria, its allies, and 
other parties to the conflict; 

(3) urges the Administration to establish 
additional mechanisms for the protection of 
civilians and to ensure consistent and equi-
table access to humanitarian aid for vulner-
able populations; 

(4) urges the United States to continue its 
support for efforts to collect and analyze 
documentation related to ongoing violations 
of human rights in Syria, and to prioritize 
the collection of evidence that can be used to 
support future prosecutions for war crimes 
and crimes against humanity committed by 
the Government of Syria, its allies, and 
other parties to the conflict; 

(5) urges the President to direct the United 
States representative to the United Nations 
to use the voice and vote of the United 
States to immediately promote the estab-
lishment of a Syrian war crimes tribunal, a 

regional or international hybrid court to 
prosecute the perpetrators of grave crimes 
committed by the Government of Syria, its 
allies, and other parties to the conflict; and 

(6) urges other nations to apprehend and 
deliver into the custody of such a Syrian war 
crimes tribunal persons indicted for war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, or geno-
cide in Syria, and to provide information 
pertaining to such crimes to the tribunal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the U.N. Security Coun-
cil should move immediately to estab-
lish a Syrian war crimes tribunal. H. 
Con. Res. 121, which I introduced, is a 
bipartisan piece of legislation backed 
by Chairman ROYCE as well as by ELIOT 
ENGEL and others, calling upon the ad-
ministration to pursue this policy goal, 
including using our voice and vote at 
the United Nations. 

Mr. Speaker, past ad hoc/regional 
war crimes tribunals, including courts 
for Sierra Leone, Rwanda, and the 
former Yugoslavia, have made a sig-
nificant difference, holding some of the 
worst mass murderers to account with 
successful prosecutions followed by 
long jail sentences. 

Who can forget the picture of the in-
famous former President of Liberia, 
Charles Taylor, with his head bowed, 
incredulous that the Special Court for 
Sierra Leone in 2012 meted out a 50- 
year jail term for his crimes against 
humanity and war crimes. 

According to the Syrian Center for 
Policy Research, approximately 5 years 
of wanton bloodshed in Syria has killed 
either directly or indirectly an esti-
mated 470,000 people. Other estimates 
put the death toll at a quarter of a mil-
lion. 

While the United Nations long ago 
abandoned estimating the death toll 
due to its inability to verify the verac-
ity of the numbers, the war in Syria 
has caused a massive loss of life, in-
cluding genocide against Christians, 
Yazidis, and other religious minorities, 
especially women and children. 

The International Syria Support 
Group, co-chaired by the United States 
and Russia, as we all know, brokered a 
cessation of hostilities that kicked in 
on February 27 that applies to all par-
ties except ISIS and al-Nusra. 

While we all hope and pray the cease- 
fire holds as it goes into the third week 
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and humanitarian groups gain access 
to sick, frail, and at-risk people, the 
atrocities committed against Syria’s 
population demand accountability and 
justice. 

There have been—I think I should 
point this out because many people 
who are following the news know this— 
numerous violations of the cease-fire 
by Assad and his forces. 

In an opinion piece in Newsweek a 
few hours ago, it was noted that ‘‘re-
gime forces are openly bombing and, in 
some cases, launching ground oper-
ations to capture key rebel territory 
without making any pretense of at-
tacking the Nusra Front.’’ 

Further, the Syria Ceasefire Monitor 
‘‘reports 111 violations as of March 9— 
almost all perpetuated by the Assad re-
gime or Russian forces.’’ 

A Syrian court is needed for all the 
past, present, and—God forbid—likely 
future atrocities being committed in 
Syria. 

Rigorous investigations by a new 
Syrian court, followed by prosecutions, 
convictions, and serious jail time for 
perpetrators of crime on all sides will 
not only hold those responsible for war 
crimes accountable, but will send a 
clear message that such barbaric be-
havior has dire personal consequences. 
The victims and their loved ones, Mr. 
Speaker, deserve no less. 

Can a U.N. Security Council resolu-
tion establishing a Syrian war crimes 
tribunal prevail? Yes, I believe. With a 
serious and sustained diplomatic push 
by the United States and other inter-
ested parties, past success in creating 
war crimes tribunals can, indeed, be 
prologue. 

b 1600 
Notwithstanding Russia’s solidarity 

with Serbia during the Balkan war, es-
pecially with Slobodan Milosevic, the 
International Criminal Court Tribunal 
for the former Yugoslavia was unani-
mously approved. Ditto for the special 
court in Sierra Leone in 2002. The 
Rwanda tribunal was created in 1994, 
with China choosing to abstain rather 
than to veto that court. 

At a Syrian war crimes court, no one 
on any side who commits genocide, war 
crimes, or crimes against humanity 
would be precluded from prosecution. 

As I said, in the early 1990s, the Rus-
sians knew that the Yugoslav court 
was designed to hold all transgressors 
liable, whether they be Bosnian or 
Croats and not just Serbians and, 
again, they didn’t veto that particular 
court as it was established. 

I believe the Russians and the Chi-
nese can be persuaded to support or at 
least abstain from blocking establish-
ment of such a court. 

An ad hoc or a regional court has sig-
nificant advantages over the Inter-
national Criminal Court, or the ICC, as 
a venue for justice. For starters, nei-
ther Syria nor the United States is a 
member of the ICC, although mecha-
nisms exist to push prosecutions there. 

The ICC, however, has operated since 
2002, and only boasts of only two, two, 

just two, convictions. By way of con-
trast, the Yugoslav court convicted 80 
people; Rwanda, 61; and Sierra Leone, 
9. Moreover, a singularly focused Syr-
ian tribunal that provides Syrians with 
a degree of ownership could signifi-
cantly enhance its effectiveness. 

I chaired a Congressional hearing on 
establishing a Syrian war crimes tri-
bunal back in 2013, and included such 
great leaders as David Crane, the 
former prosecutor for the Special Court 
for Sierra Leone, and founder and 
chairman of the Syria Accountability 
Project. 

Mr. Crane testified that the Syria 
Accountability Project has collected 
data ‘‘and built a framework by which 
President Assad and his henchmen’’— 
this is his quote—‘‘along with members 
of the opposition can be prosecuted 
openly and fairly.’’ 

He and his team have ‘‘developed a 
crime base matrix which catalogs most 
of the incidents chronologically and 
highlights the violations of the Rome 
Statute, the Geneva Conventions, as 
well as domestic Syrian criminal law.’’ 

Significantly, with respect to the 
ICC, Mr. Crane testified that ‘‘it lacks 
the capability and the political and 
diplomatic sophistication to handle 
such a mandate.’’ 

Indeed, I would like to relay some 
words that I had with David Crane just 
a few hours ago; and he reminded us 
that it is important that the Congress 
continue the quest to seek justice for 
the oppressed and work on justice for 
the Syrian people, in particular, as we 
recall the fifth anniversary of the be-
ginning of the civil war in that coun-
try. Tomorrow, March 15, marks the 
fifth anniversary of this horrific con-
flict. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, accountability 
that is aggressive, predictable, trans-
parent, and applicable to all perpetra-
tors of genocide and crimes against hu-
manity on all sides of the divide must 
be pursued now. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I want to commend the gentleman 

from New Jersey for authoring and 
bringing this resolution to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, Syria and much of Iraq 
face two great evils. ISIS is well-known 
to us, and its evil is established by 
them on their own Web sites every day. 

The second evil is the extremist Shi-
ite alliance, consisting of Iran, Assad, 
Hezbollah, and many of the Shiite mili-
tias based in Baghdad to Basra. And, of 
course, this Shiite alliance is aided by 
Russia, although today there were re-
ports that give us a glimmer of hope 
that Russia will be diminishing its role 
in the Syrian conflict. 

The Shiite extremist alliance, I be-
lieve, is even more dangerous than ISIS 
since they include two state actors and 
a nuclear program. And the extremist 
Shiite alliance has killed more Ameri-
cans than ISIS, from the Marines who 
died in Lebanon in the 1980s, to the 
IEDs that were manufactured in Iran 
and deployed in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

There is a substantial difference in 
style between these two evil forces. 
When ISIS kills people, they put the 
beheadings on YouTube. When Assad 
kills thousands with his barrel bombs, 
or even with chemical weapons there 
for a while, Assad had the good taste to 
deny it. But different styles do not 
mask the fact that we are confronted 
with two great evils; and this resolu-
tion, I think, is an important step in 
dealing with those evils. 

This resolution condemns the gross 
violation of international law, per-
petrated by the Assad regime and those 
forces supporting Assad, which have 
amounted to war crimes and crimes 
against humanity. 

We all hope that the current 
ceasefire holds and even holds better 
than it has, but 5 years of civil war in 
Syria has shown us the use of weapons 
we thought were relegated only to the 
history books, including chemical 
weapons used by the Syrian govern-
ment against its own civilians. 

Assad has conducted deliberate 
bombings of schools, hospitals, and hu-
manitarian sites for the clear purpose 
of causing civilians to flee, and overall, 
he has conducted a brutal war that has 
killed hundreds of thousands of Syrians 
and sent millions fleeing the country. 

He has been aided in this process by 
the Iran Revolutionary Guard Corps, 
whose chief spokesman redisclosed just 
last week how proud the Revolutionary 
Guard Corps is of helping Assad and 
how Tehran is helping to finance both 
Hezbollah and the Shiite militias that 
are helping Assad. 

The resolution before us today makes 
specific mention of the role that Iran 
and the Shiite extremist militias are 
playing, and that is an important part 
of the resolution. So I agree with the 
gentleman from New Jersey. It is time 
to show the people who are committing 
these war crimes that there will be a 
tribunal, that they will be personally 
held to account. 

And while I would hope that would 
drive home a message that would be 
relevant both to those who direct ISIS 
and those surrounding Assad, I think it 
will have a bigger impact on the gen-
erals around Assad who do not view 
themselves as martyrs, but view them-
selves as powerful individuals in Syria 
who would wish to travel and enjoy the 
good life with money they have stolen 
and taken from the Syrian people. 

So I do not see that I have any speak-
ers on our side, and I have been noti-
fied that I should not expect any, and 
for that reason, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I do want to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
for his very eloquent remarks and 
strong support for this resolution. I 
urge support and passage of this resolu-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DUNCAN of Tennessee). The question is 
on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) 
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that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the concurrent resolution, H. 
Con. Res. 121, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

DEFINING CERTAIN ATROCITIES 
AS WAR CRIMES, CRIMES 
AGAINST HUMANITY, AND GENO-
CIDE 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and agree to the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 75) expressing the sense of 
Congress that those who commit or 
support atrocities against Christians 
and other ethnic and religious minori-
ties, including Yezidis, Turkmen, 
Sabea-Mandeans, Kaka‘e, and Kurds, 
and who target them specifically for 
ethnic or religious reasons, are com-
mitting, and are hereby declared to be 
committing, ‘‘war crimes’’, ‘‘crimes 
against humanity’’, and ‘‘genocide’’, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 75 

Whereas Christians and other religious and 
ethnic minorities have been an integral part 
of the cultural fabric of the Middle East for 
millennia; 

Whereas the so-called Islamic State of Iraq 
and the Levant (ISIL) and associated ex-
tremists are committing egregious atrocities 
against ethnic and religious minorities in 
Iraq and Syria, including Christians (includ-
ing Assyrian Chaldean Syriac, Armenian, 
and Melkite communities, among others), 
Yezidis, Turkmen, Shabak, Sabaean- 
Mandeans, and Kaka‘i, among others; 

Whereas ISIL specifically targets these re-
ligious and ethnic minorities, intending to 
kill them or force their submission, conver-
sion, or expulsion; 

Whereas religious and ethnic minorities 
have been murdered, subjugated, forced to 
emigrate, and subjected to grievous bodily 
and psychological harm, kidnapping, human 
trafficking, torture, and rape; 

Whereas ISIL engages in, and publicly ar-
gues in favor of, the sexual enslavement of 
non-Muslim women, including pre-pubescent 
girls; 

Whereas ISIL atrocities against Christians, 
Yezidis, and other minorities have included 
mass murder, crucifixions, beheadings, rape, 
torture, enslavement, the kidnaping of chil-
dren, and other violence deliberately cal-
culated to eliminate their communities from 
the so-called Islamic State; 

Whereas ISIL has deliberately destroyed 
and looted numerous cultural sites, religious 
shrines, churches, monasteries, and muse-
ums in order to eradicate the cultures of eth-
nic and religious minorities from the terri-
tory it attempts to control; 

Whereas these atrocities have been under-
taken with the specific intent to bring about 

the eradication of those communities and 
the destruction of their cultural heritage; 

Whereas ISIL operations have in fact driv-
en minority religious and ethnic commu-
nities from their ancestral homelands; 

Whereas under applicable international 
law referenced in section 2441 of Title 18 of 
the United States Code, murder, torture, mu-
tilation, rape, cruel treatment, and hostage- 
taking of non-combatants constitute war 
crimes; 

Whereas crimes against humanity, as de-
fined by the International Military Tribunal 
convened at Nuremberg in 1945, and in var-
ious international instruments since then, 
include murder, extermination, enslavement, 
deportation, and other inhumane acts com-
mitted against any civilian population, as 
well as persecution on political, racial, or re-
ligious grounds in connection with such 
crimes; 

Whereas the United Nations Convention on 
the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide, signed and ratified by the 
United States, defines genocide as ‘‘any of 
the following acts committed with the intent 
to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, 
ethnical, racial or religious group, as such: 
(a) Killing members of the group; (b) Causing 
serious bodily or mental harm to members of 
the group; (c) Deliberately inflicting on the 
group conditions of life calculated to bring 
about its physical destruction in whole or in 
part; (d) Imposing measures intended to pre-
vent births within the group; (e) Forcibly 
transferring children of the group to another 
group’’; 

Whereas on August 7, 2014, Secretary of 
State John Kerry declared that ‘‘ISIL’s cam-
paign of terror against the innocent, includ-
ing Yezidi and Christian minorities, and its 
grotesque and targeted acts of violence bear 
all the warning signs and hallmarks of geno-
cide’’; 

Whereas in August 2014, the United States 
conducted targeted airstrikes and humani-
tarian assistance operations to help break 
the siege of Mount Sinjar, saving the lives of 
thousands of Yezidi men, women, and chil-
dren; 

Whereas His Holiness, Pope Francis, has 
noted that ‘‘entire communities, especially – 
but not only – Christians and Yezidis have 
suffered and are still suffering inhuman vio-
lence because of their ethnic and religious 
identity’’ and that, for Christians being 
killed for their faith in the Middle East, ‘‘a 
form of genocide -- I insist on the word -- is 
taking place, and it must end’’; 

Whereas a March 13, 2015, report by the Of-
fice of the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Human Rights detailed ‘‘acts of vi-
olence perpetrated [by ISIL] against civil-
ians because of their affiliation or perceived 
affiliation to an ethnic or religious group’’ 
and stated that ‘‘[i]t is reasonable to con-
clude that some of these incidents, consid-
ering the overall information, may con-
stitute genocide’’; 

Whereas in testimony before the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee on May 13, 2015, 
Dominican Sister Diana Momeka, whose 
convent was driven from Mosul, Iraq, de-
scribed the ISIL offensive as ‘‘cultural and 
human genocide’’ and stated that today 
‘‘[t]he only Christians that remain in the 
Plain of Nineveh are those who are held as 
hostages’’; 

Whereas in December 2015, the United 
States Holocaust Memorial Museum’s 
Simon-Skjodt Center for the Prevention of 
Genocide issued a report focused on the 
treatement of minorities in Nineveh from 
June to August 2014, which found that ISIL 
had ‘‘targeted civilians based on group iden-
tity, committing mass atrocities to control, 
expel, and exterminate ethnic and religious 
minorities’’ and, in that context, ‘‘com-

mitted crimes against humanity, war crimes, 
and ethnic cleansing against [Christian, 
Yezidi, Turkmen, Shabak, Sabaean- 
Mandean, and Kaka’i] communities in 
Nineva’’ and ‘‘perpetrated genocide against 
the Yezidi people’’; 

Whereas on December 7, 2015, the United 
States Commission on International Reli-
gious Freedom called on the United States 
Government ‘‘to designate the Christian, 
Yezidi, Shi’a, Turkmen, and Shabak commu-
nities of Iraq and Syria as victims of geno-
cide by ISIL’’ and urged world leaders ‘‘to 
condemn the genocidal actions and crimes 
against humanity of ISIL that have been di-
rected at these groups and other ethnic and 
religious groups’’; 

Whereas on February 3, 2016, the European 
Parliament expressed the view that ISIL ‘‘is 
committing genocide against Christians and 
Yezidis, and other religious and ethnic mi-
norities’’; 

Whereas Syrian President Bashar al 
Assad’s violence against the Syrian people 
has attracted foreign fighters from around 
the world, who have supported and com-
mitted ISIL atrocities; and 

Whereas according to some estimates, the 
conflict among all parties to the Syrian civil 
war has killed 470,000 and displaced 11,000,000 
people: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That— 

(1) the atrocities perpetrated by ISIL 
against Christians, Yezidis, and other reli-
gious and ethnic minorities in Iraq and Syria 
constitute war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, and genocide; 

(2) all governments, including the United 
States, and international organizations, in-
cluding the United Nations and the Office of 
the Secretary-General, should call ISIL 
atrocities by their rightful names: war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, and geno-
cide; 

(3) the member states of the United Na-
tions should coordinate urgently on meas-
ures to prevent further war crimes, crimes 
against humanity, and genocide in Iraq and 
Syria, and to punish those responsible for 
these ongoing crimes, including by the col-
lection and preservation of evidence and, if 
necessary, the establishment and operation 
of appropriate tribunals; 

(4) the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the 
Lebanese Republic, the Republic of Turkey, 
and the Kurdistan Regional Government in 
Iraq are to be commended for, and supported 
in, their efforts to shelter and protect those 
fleeing the violence of ISIL and other com-
batants until they can safely return to their 
homes in Iraq and Syria; and 

(5) the protracted Syrian civil war and the 
indiscriminate violence of the Assad regime 
have contributed to the growth of ISIL and 
will continue to do so as long as this conflict 
continues. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I would like 
to thank JEFF FORTENBERRY and his 
lead cosponsor, ANNA ESHOO, for their 
extremely important resolution, H. 
Con. Res. 75, as amended, calling on the 
Obama administration to declare the 
annihilation of Christians, Yazidis, and 
other minorities, for what it is, a geno-
cide. 

On December 4 of last year, a coali-
tion of prominent religious leaders 
wrote President Obama and stated, 
‘‘Christian and Yazidi minorities in 
Iraq and Syria are being targeted for 
eradication in their ancient homelands 
solely because of their religious be-
liefs.’’ 

They had been prompted by reports 
of an ‘‘imminent’’ State Department 
finding that ISIS was committing 
genocide against the Yazidis, a finding 
they ‘‘wholeheartedly’’ endorsed, but 
were ‘‘deeply troubled,’’ like we all 
were, that the genocide of Christians 
was going to be bypassed or excluded. 

Apparently press reports had claimed 
that the rationale for excluding Chris-
tians was that, unlike the Yazidis, 
Christians had a choice to convert to 
Islam and pay an Islamic tax, or be 
killed, tortured, enslaved, or held hos-
tage. 

In direct rebuttal of that argument 
at a hearing that I held on December 9, 
Carl Anderson, the Supreme Knight of 
the Knights of Columbus, stated: 

Many times the payment of the tax is not 
presented as an option for these Christians. 
In instances where the Yazidi tax has been 
enacted or extracted, it has failed to ensure 
that the Christians could live as Christians, 
that they were protected from rival 
jihadists, or even other members of ISIS, or 
that the amendment of payment was not 
raised over time until it became impossible 
for some of them to pay, causing the family’s 
home, and even their children, to be con-
fiscated, and the adults to be killed or forced 
to become Muslims. 

It is a very, very poor argument that 
has been made by the State Depart-
ment, so we believe they have made 
this. Hopefully, they will rectify it. 

Let me also point out to my col-
leagues that the Genocide Convention 
defines genocide as ‘‘the killing and 
certain other acts committed with the 
intent to destroy, in whole or in part, 
a national, ethnical, racial, or religious 
group.’’ 

The religious leaders who signed the 
December 4 letter compiled extensive 
files supporting a finding that ISIS’ 
treatment of Iraqi and Syrian Chris-
tians absolutely meets this definition. 
They include: 

Evidence of ISIS assassinations of church 
leaders; mass murders; torture, kidnapping 
for ransom in the Christian communities of 
Iraq and Syria; sexual enslavement and sys-
tematic rape of Christian girls and women; 
its practices of forcible conversions to Islam; 
its destruction of churches, monasteries, 
cemeteries, and Christian artifacts; and its 
theft of lands and wealth from Christian 
clergy and laity alike. 

They went on to cite ‘‘ISIS’ own pub-
lic statements taking credit for mass 

murder of Christians, and expressing 
its intent eliminate Christian commu-
nities from the Islamic State.’’ 

The letter recounted how ‘‘ISIS 
jihadis have stamped Christian homes 
in Mosul with the red letter N for Naz-
arene in the summer of 2014,’’ pointing 
out how the ‘‘elimination of Christians 
in other towns and cities in Iraq and 
Syria began long beforehand.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I held a hearing 3 years 
ago extolling and urging the adminis-
tration to recognize the genocide 
against Christians, and our witnesses, 
the private witnesses who spoke, gave 
instance after instance of crimes 
against Christians that were done sim-
ply because they were Christians. 

At a December 9 hearing, we heard 
from four witnesses. I mentioned one a 
moment ago, Carl Anderson, from the 
Knights of Columbus. We also heard 
from Dr. Stanton, of Genocide Watch, 
who said, ‘‘Failure to call ISIS’ mass 
murder of Christians, Shiia, Muslims, 
and other groups in addition to the 
Yazidis by its proper name, genocide, 
would be an act of denial as grave as 
the U.S. refusal to recognize the Rwan-
da genocide back in 1994.’’ 

b 1615 
Bishop Kalabat, a Chaldean bishop, 

was extremely pointed in his remarks 
when he said that ‘‘the Obama adminis-
tration, including President Obama 
himself, have neglected to mention 
that the ISIS atrocities were com-
mitted against Christians. They right-
ly mention atrocities committed in 
Iraq against the Yazidis, and they are 
horrific.’’ The bishop went on, ‘‘But 
there are also atrocities of rape, 
killings, crucifixions, beheadings, 
hangings that the Syrian and Iraqi 
Christians have endured, and they are 
intentionally omitted.’’ He compel-
lingly stated that ‘‘the U.S. Govern-
ment should not turn a blind eye to the 
genocidal atrocities faced by Iraq’s 
ethnic and religious minorities, includ-
ing the Christians, the Yazidis, and 
others.’’ 

Finally, in very, very powerful testi-
mony, the head of Yezidi Human 
Rights Organization-International, Mr. 
Ismail, stated that though his people, 
the Yazidis, were on the verge of anni-
hilation, he called upon the adminis-
tration not to neglect the others who 
are also on the verge of annihilation, 
and said, ‘‘the Yazidis and the Chaldo- 
Assyrian Christians face this genocide 
together.’’ 

Now is the time to act. We cannot let 
the cries of the victims go unheeded as 
we once did when we confronted the 
genocide in Rwanda and other geno-
cides that have occurred around the 
world. Mr. Speaker, I therefore urge 
my colleagues to vote for H. Con. Res. 
75. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume, 
and I rise in strong support of the reso-
lution. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution deals 
with the crimes of ISIS. 

I want to thank my colleague from 
California, ANNA ESHOO, and our col-
league from Nebraska, JEFF FORTEN-
BERRY, for their drafting of this resolu-
tion which I and so many others have 
cosponsored, and I want to thank the 
chair and ranking member of our com-
mittee for their work in preparing the 
amendment that we adopted in com-
mittee. 

This resolution, H. Con. Res. 75, iden-
tifies the violent acts of ISIS by their 
right name: war crimes, crimes against 
humanity, and, where appropriate, 
genocide. We could and will be con-
ducting a complete analysis in the fu-
ture to identify which atrocities of 
ISIS are merely war crimes and which 
atrocities of ISIS are part of an overall 
systemic genocide. But it is clear that 
at least some of the war crimes are 
part of a planned genocide against reli-
gious minorities in the areas that ISIS 
occupies. 

This resolution also includes a call 
upon the United States and all the 
states of the U.N. to conduct measures 
designed to prevent these crimes and 
genocide in the future. Now, it is said 
that People of the Book, most rel-
evantly Christians, are being told by 
ISIS that they only have to pay a jizya 
and they will be allowed to live, a spe-
cial tax imposed upon them. But the 
fact is that we know that the Yazidis 
are not even given that option but are 
subject to extermination; whereas, 
Christians may be told to pay the tax 
and then, when they run out of money, 
be executed because they are not pay-
ing more. So we know that ISIS is 
guilty of crimes against humanity, war 
crimes, and genocide. 

In addition to passing this resolu-
tion, we ought to focus on the most 
significant thing the United States is 
doing against ISIS, and that, of course, 
is our airstrikes. I believe our air-
strikes have been subject to rules of 
engagement that are far too limited. 
For example, we have learned that we 
try to cut off ISIS’ flow of money by 
hitting the tanker trucks that are tak-
ing the oil out of ISIS areas for sale, 
but we are only hitting those trucks 
when they are parked, not when they 
are moving. 

It is true that, if you hit a moving 
truck, you may kill the driver, and 
that driver may be an ISIS soldier or 
may be a civilian; but if you look at 
the strategic bombing that we engaged 
in during World War II, not just the 
strategic bombing of Germany, but the 
strategic bombing of occupied France 
and occupied Belgium and so many 
other occupied countries, you will see 
that we hit munitions plants and trans-
portation tanker trucks whether or not 
those people operating the transpor-
tation devices and operating in the mu-
nitions plants were civilian or mili-
tary. 

If we are going to get serious against 
ISIS, we have to be willing not to tar-
get civilians but, instead, to do every-
thing we can to prevent killing civil-
ians; but we have to be willing to hit 
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strategic targets even if we are not 100 
percent sure that all civilian casualties 
will be avoided. 

So I look forward to our working 
both diplomatically and militarily for 
the destruction of ISIS and eventually 
holding ISIS’ leaders to account for 
their war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, and genocide. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. FORTENBERRY), the author 
of H. Con. Res 75. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 
first, let me thank my colleague and 
good friend, Congressman CHRIS SMITH 
of New Jersey, for his tireless efforts 
on a whole, broad spectrum of assaults 
on human dignity. He is constantly 
trying to elevate the conscience of this 
body and the worldwide community. I 
thank the chairman, as well, for co-
ordinating this effort and speaking fa-
vorably to it, as well as Chairman 
ROYCE and Ranking Member ENGEL, 
who passed this through the Foreign 
Affairs Committee. 

I need to also, because she is not 
here, thank ANNA ESHOO, a Democratic 
colleague from California. 

We are living in a time when our 
country looks at Congress and sees 
stagnation, anger, and gridlock and not 
being able to get things done. What we 
have before us today is a transpartisan 
resolution. It has risen above the petty 
and difficult differences that we often 
work out here on the floor of the House 
of Representatives. It has risen above 
it because of its essential nature. Not 
only is there a grave injustice hap-
pening in the Middle East to the peo-
ple, to the Christians, Yazidis, and 
other religious minorities who have as 
much a right to be in their ancient 
homeland as anyone else, but this is a 
threat against civilization itself. 

When a group of people, ISIS—8th 
century barbarians with 21st century 
weapons—can systematically try to ex-
terminate another group of people sim-
ply because of their faith tradition, 
violating the sacred space of individ-
uality, conscience, and religious lib-
erty, you undermine the entire system 
for international order building out of 
rule of law and proper social inter-
action—civilization itself. That is why 
so many Members have come together 
here in a bipartisan, transpartisan way 
and said, ‘‘Enough.’’ 

This is a genocide against Christians 
and Yazidis. It is a crime against hu-
manity and against others, as well, 
who are suffering because of their reli-
gious faith. 

By the way, it should be noted that 
the group of people who have been 
most killed by ISIS are innocent Mus-
lims, as well. 

This is an important resolution to 
speak clearly about what is happening 
in the land. 

Why is it important? Because it 
raises the international consciousness, 

and it compels the responsible commu-
nities of the world to act. Secondly, it 
creates the potential preconditions for 
when there is a security settlement in 
the Middle East that will allow these 
ancient faith traditions to reintegrate 
back into their homeland and continue 
to contribute to the once-rich tapestry 
that made up the Middle East. 

That is why this is so essential. It is 
just. The responsible communities of 
the world must act, and it is essential 
for international order and inter-
national stability if there is going to 
be a chance for any type of hope and 
long-lasting viability of order and tran-
quility in that area. 

As my colleague, Mr. SMITH, men-
tioned, Genocide Watch has labeled 
this genocide. The International Asso-
ciation of Genocide Scholars has called 
this genocide. The Yezidi Human 
Rights Organization-International has 
said this is genocide. Pope Francis has 
said that this is genocide and has de-
cried the scandal of silence and the 
scandal of indifference in this regard— 
again, another reason why action by 
this body is so essential. 

In addition to that, I want to leave 
you with one quick story. 

I represent the largest Yazidi com-
munity in America. I have been dealing 
with this community for many, many 
years, many of whom resettled in Lin-
coln, Nebraska, because they were 
given special visas to come to America 
because they worked side by side with 
our soldiers during the Iraq war as 
translators. Because of the grave 
threat that they were under, they were 
given special privileges to become citi-
zens here, and many settled in my 
State of Nebraska, my hometown, Lin-
coln. 

I have been working with the com-
munity for a number of years about a 
number of concerns. About a year and 
a half ago, a group came to see me. 
Young men who had worked as trans-
lators were on the verge of tears. They 
were passionate and angry. I don’t 
blame them for being angry. Their 
mothers, their sisters, and their family 
members were trapped on Mount 
Sinjar. They were pleading with me: 
Congressman, act. Do something now. 
We can’t wait. 

To the Obama administration’s cred-
it, shortly thereafter—and the House 
had passed a resolution creating some 
groundwork for trying to stop the an-
nihilation of Yazidis—the Obama ad-
ministration, President Obama, acted, 
and I am thankful for that. 

This week we have an opportunity to 
continue to plead and urge the State 
Department to act as well. I know they 
are under an evaluation as to this real 
genocide that is happening. I respect 
their process, but I think the facts are 
clear; and it is my sincere hope that 
Secretary Kerry and the State Depart-
ment will meet their lawful deadline 
this week and declare this fact: there is 
a genocide against Christians and 
Yazidis, and civilization itself is at 
stake. 

I thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. SMITH) for yielding me the 
time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, first of all, I want to thank 
Mr. FORTENBERRY for his very eloquent 
remarks and for reminding us that this 
is an existential threat to Christians, 
but really, as well, to civilization. I 
thank him again for the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Staten Island, New 
York (Mr. DONOVAN). He is a member of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my good friend from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) for allowing me this time to ex-
press and rise in support of H. Con. Res. 
75. 

When considering the long history of 
civilization, we look back in horror at 
the unimaginable pain mankind is ca-
pable of inflicting on itself, and each 
succeeding generation wonders how a 
people stood idly by as warring fac-
tions destroyed innocent life and prop-
erty. 

Last year, the world watched a beach 
turned red as executioners sawed off 
the heads of 21 Coptic Christians on the 
shores of the Mediterranean Sea. Two 
weeks ago, terrorists stormed a retire-
ment home full of nuns caring for the 
elderly and frail. And in the months in 
between, ISIS systemically killed or 
enslaved thousands of Yazidi people. 

Scripture speaks of perseverance and 
endurance in faith under siege and not 
growing weary. Matthew says: 

Blessed are those who are persecuted be-
cause of their righteousness, for theirs is the 
kingdom of Heaven. 

But that doesn’t excuse our silence. 
Political correctness cannot stand in 
the way of our moral obligation as a 
free and decent people. I support the 
resolution and hope we can have the 
moral conviction to call this massacre 
what it is: genocide. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas, Judge POE, the 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Nonprolifera-
tion, and Trade. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding time. 

Mr. Speaker, ISIS, this evil group, 
has been intentionally targeting Chris-
tians worldwide because of their reli-
gious belief. ISIS not only targets 
Christians, it targets any religious 
group, including some Muslims who 
disagree with them. 

As the previous speaker from New 
York mentioned, they are proud of the 
fact that they murder people, that they 
behead people, and that they put their 
murders on television for the world to 
see. These atrocities committed by this 
terrorist group in the name of a per-
verted jihad religion are the worst 
crimes we have seen in our lifetime. 
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More than that, ISIS’ massacres of 

religious and ethnic minorities fits the 
definition of genocide. The definition 
of genocide is clear. It is the deliberate 
and systematic destruction of a racial 
or cultural group. That is exactly what 
ISIS is doing. ISIS has already forced 
hundreds of thousands of Christians to 
leave their ancestral homes. 

b 1630 

For the first time since Jesus, there 
are almost no Christians left in this 
part of the world. There were 1.5 mil-
lion Christians in Iraq in 2003—1.5 mil-
lion. Since that time, terrorists have 
either killed or forced Christians to 
run for their lives. 

Today, 13 years later, there are 66 
percent fewer Christians in this area. 
Some of those who could not get out 
before ISIS came in and took over their 
areas have been tortured, crucified, ex-
ecuted, and murdered in the most inhu-
mane possible ways, tortured because 
of their belief. 

ISIS has not only targeted Chris-
tians, it has targeted other commu-
nities. The Yazidi community of Iraq 
has been tortured. ISIS slaughtered al-
most all of the men in one community 
on Mount Sinjar and then sold the 
women and the girls off into slavery, 
this demonic desire of theirs, and gave 
them to their fighters. It is just an-
other example of tragic cases of geno-
cide in world history. 

ISIS will not stop, Mr. Speaker, ex-
terminating these people, until they 
bow down to their ideology, and their 
ideology is based on hate. ISIS does not 
just target those under its control. The 
terrorists seek to cleanse the world, 
the whole world, from all people who 
do not accept their belief, including 
other Muslims. 

It is time the United States and the 
rest of the world make it clear to all 
what ISIS is doing. We must denounce 
murder, this genocide, that is occur-
ring because of people’s religious be-
lief. 

I am glad that this resolution is com-
ing forward. I am proud to be a cospon-
sor of H. Con. Res. 75. 

Mr. Speaker, justice demands ISIS be 
held accountable for what it does. Jus-
tice must be done. After all, isn’t jus-
tice what we do in the United States? 

And that is just the way it is. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I com-

mend the gentleman from Texas for his 
speech and the gentleman from Ne-
braska who spoke earlier for his intro-
duction of this resolution, along with 
my colleague, ANNA ESHOO, from Cali-
fornia. And, of course, I commend 
CHRIS SMITH for a lifetime of work on 
human rights. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself 2 minutes to 
close. 

I thank my good friend, Mr. SHER-
MAN, for his good, bipartisan, strong re-
marks expressed today during both of 
these debates on the war crimes tri-
bunal and now on Mr. FORTENBERRY’s 

genocide resolution, another bipartisan 
piece of legislation. 

I want to thank my colleagues for 
their moving words today. Judge POE, 
again, hit the nail right on the head, as 
did our friend from New York. 

I think we need to say it and we need 
to say it with exclamation points, that 
declaring genocide is a solemn and ex-
tremely serious step not to be taken 
lightly. 

I am very proud of the work that the 
Foreign Affairs Committee did. I want 
to thank our chairman, ED ROYCE, and 
the ranking member, ELIOT ENGEL, for 
their work on this resolution. 

All of us understand the seriousness 
of calling crimes genocide. It rep-
resents an assertion that a legal defini-
tion has been met and that we are wit-
nessing acts of physical and mental vi-
olence intended to destroy a group in 
whole or in part. 

The targeted depravity of ISIS 
against the Yazidis, Christians, and 
other minorities more—I will say it 
again—more than meets that defini-
tion. 

But far more than the legality, 
speaking clearly of genocide, is an ap-
peal to the conscience of the world. It 
evokes the moral gravity and the im-
perative of never again. 

The United States must not wait any 
longer to find its voice and call these 
bloody purges what they are: genocide. 
We and our partners must defeat ISIS 
so that Christians, Yazidis, all reli-
gious communities, and all the people 
of Syria and Iraq, can live in peace, 
free from this grotesque persecution. 

I urge passage of the resolution. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 75, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

DEVELOPING A STRATEGY TO OB-
TAIN OBSERVER STATUS FOR 
TAIWAN IN THE INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMINAL POLICE ORGANIZA-
TION 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 2426) to direct the 
Secretary of State to develop a strat-
egy to obtain observer status for Tai-
wan in the International Criminal Po-
lice Organization, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 2426 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. PARTICIPATION OF TAIWAN IN THE 

INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL POLICE 
ORGANIZATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Safety, security and peace is important 
to every citizen of the world, and shared in-
formation ensuring wide assistance among 
police authorities of nations for expeditious 
dissemination of information regarding 
criminal activities greatly assists in these 
efforts. 

(2) Direct and unobstructed participation 
in the International Criminal Police Organi-
zation (INTERPOL) is beneficial for all na-
tions and their police authorities. Inter-
nationally shared information with author-
ized police authorities is vital to peace-
keeping efforts. 

(3) With a history dating back to 1914, the 
role of INTERPOL is defined in its constitu-
tion: ‘‘To ensure and promote the widest pos-
sible mutual assistance between all criminal 
police authorities within the limits of the 
laws existing in the different countries and 
in the spirit of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights.’’. 

(4) Ongoing international threats, includ-
ing international networks of terrorism, 
show the ongoing necessity to be ever inclu-
sive of nations willing to work together to 
combat criminal activity. The ability of po-
lice authorities to coordinate, preempt, and 
act swiftly and in unison is an essential ele-
ment of crisis prevention and response. 

(5) Taiwan maintained full membership in 
INTERPOL starting in 1964 through its Na-
tional Police Administration but was ejected 
in 1984 when the People’s Republic of China 
(PRC) applied for membership. 

(6) Nonmembership prevents Taiwan from 
gaining access to INTERPOL’s I–24/7 global 
police communications system, which pro-
vides real-time information on criminals and 
global criminal activities. Taiwan is rel-
egated to second-hand information from 
friendly nations, including the United 
States. 

(7) Taiwan is unable to swiftly share infor-
mation on criminals and suspicious activity 
with the international community, leaving a 
huge void in the global crime-fighting efforts 
and leaving the entire world at risk. 

(8) The United States, in the 1994 Taiwan 
Policy Review, declared its intention to sup-
port Taiwan’s participation in appropriate 
international organizations and has consist-
ently reiterated that support. 

(9) Following the enactment of Public Law 
108–235, a law authorizing the Secretary of 
State to initiate and implement a plan to en-
dorse and obtain observer status for Taiwan 
at the annual summit of the World Health 
Assembly and subsequent advocacy by the 
United States, Taiwan was granted observer 
status to the World Health Assembly for six 
consecutive years since 2009. Both prior to 
and in its capacity as an observer, Taiwan 
has contributed significantly to the inter-
national community’s collective efforts in 
pandemic control, monitoring, early warn-
ing, and other related matters. 

(10) INTERPOL’s constitution allows for 
observers at its meetings by ‘‘police bodies 
which are not members of the Organization’’. 

(b) TAIWAN’S PARTICIPATION IN 
INTERPOL.—The Secretary of State shall— 

(1) develop a strategy to obtain observer 
status for Taiwan in INTERPOL and at other 
related meetings, activities, and mechanisms 
thereafter; and 

(2) instruct INTERPOL Washington to offi-
cially request observer status for Taiwan in 
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INTERPOL and to actively urge INTERPOL 
member states to support such observer sta-
tus and participation for Taiwan. 

(c) REPORT CONCERNING OBSERVER STATUS 
FOR TAIWAN IN INTERPOL.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall transmit to 
Congress a report, in unclassified form, de-
scribing the United States strategy to en-
dorse and obtain observer status for Taiwan 
in appropriate international organizations, 
including INTERPOL, and at other related 
meetings, activities, and mechanisms there-
after. The report shall include the following: 

(1) A description of the efforts the Sec-
retary has made to encourage member states 
to promote Taiwan’s bid to obtain observer 
status in appropriate international organiza-
tions, including INTERPOL. 

(2) A description of the actions the Sec-
retary will take to endorse and obtain ob-
server status for Taiwan in appropriate 
international organizations, including 
INTERPOL, and at other related meetings, 
activities, and mechanisms thereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in strong support of S. 2426, the 
Senate version of a bill that previously 
passed the House with strong bipar-
tisan support. 

I especially want to commend Chair-
man MATT SALMON for authoring the 
House version of this important meas-
ure and Senator GARDNER for doing the 
same on the Senate side. Their leader-
ship on this issue is much appreciated. 

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before us 
today will help secure observer status 
for Taiwan at INTERPOL. The bill re-
quires the Secretary of State to de-
velop and execute a strategy to ensure 
that Taiwan participates in 
INTERPOL’s next general assembly 
meeting in Indonesia. With this piece 
of legislation, we are sending a clear 
message that safety and security are a 
priority. 

Taiwan, Mr. Speaker, as we all know, 
is a model of democratization and 
openness, a thriving nation of 23 mil-
lion people. Its successful transition 
from authoritarianism to a thriving de-
mocracy is a shining example for so 
many other nations. 

The sole reason that Taiwan is ex-
cluded from the international organiza-
tions is the persistent opposition of the 
communist government of mainland 
China. 

But China’s opposition puts politics 
over the safety and security of people. 
In a world where terrorism and inter-
national drug and human trafficking 
networks are global in scope, the re-
sponse must be coordinated globally as 
well. 

At this time, Taiwan relies on de-
layed, secondhand information from 
the United States about international 
criminals and criminal activities, mak-
ing it more vulnerable to security 
threats. Likewise, Taiwan cannot share 

the law enforcement information it 
gathers to the benefit of INTERPOL 
members. 

It makes no sense to exclude Taiwan 
from INTERPOL due to a political 
pique, just as it makes no sense to ex-
clude Taiwan from the World Health 
Organization, another example of the 
government of mainland China putting 
politics over the health and safety of 
people. 

But there is another reason for hav-
ing a good global citizen such as Tai-
wan as a member of INTERPOL: 
INTERPOL is an organization that is 
in need of reform. 

A number of authoritarian countries 
abuse the INTERPOL red notice sys-
tem not against criminals, but to har-
ass political dissidents and exiles who 
are unable to travel internationally for 
fear that they will be arrested and face 
extradition in their home country, 
where they suffer persecution, impris-
onment, and even death. 

For example, Jacob Ostreicher, a le-
gitimate American businessman who 
was the victim of an extortion ring in-
volving corrupt Bolivian Government 
officials and jailed in Bolivia, a matter 
on which my subcommittee held three 
hearings and for which I traveled to 
Bolivia with our colleague NYDIA 
VELÁZQUEZ, has, since his return to the 
United States, discovered that he has 
been red-noticed by vindictive Bolivian 
Government officials. 

The red notice effectively prevents 
him from traveling abroad. He is cur-
rently going through a time-consuming 
and costly process to clear his name. 

To help encourage reform at 
INTERPOL, we should welcome democ-
racies such as Taiwan. 

I also believe strengthening Taiwan’s 
law enforcement capabilities benefits 
American citizens as much as it does 
the Taiwanese. 

Every year, Mr. Speaker, tens of 
thousands of Americans travel to Tai-
wan, and this bill will certainly help 
Taiwan’s police protect American citi-
zens and other internationalists as 
they travel to Taiwan. It is a good bill. 
It is an important bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in strong support of this bill. 

Just to put the legislative history in 
the RECORD, the House passed H.R. 1853 
overwhelmingly late last year. In fact, 
the vote on this floor was 392–0. 

We sent the bill to the Senate. In-
stead of acting on the House bill, the 
Senate xeroxed our bill, put their own 
name on it, and now sends it back here. 

If I was driven by ego, I might try to 
serve in the other body. But the deci-
sion to send the bill back to us with 
their own names on it is a trend we are 
seeing in the Foreign Affairs area, a 
trend that I do not condemn because it 
allows us here on this floor to consider 
well-drafted House bills twice and to 
vote on them twice and to emphasize 
to the administration how serious we 
are about their being enacted. 

I want to thank the Senate author 
for his decision that we consider this 
bill a second time. The vote last time 
was 392–0. My hope is that we have a 
similar vote today. 

I commend the gentleman from New 
Jersey for describing why this bill is 
important. Since I have previously 
commented how important it is that 
we discuss Foreign Affairs bills not 
once, but twice, on the floor of this 
House, I would be remiss if I did not 
add my own comments. 

When this bill was introduced in the 
House, it was by the chair and ranking 
member of the Asia and the Pacific 
Subcommittee, Mr. SALMON and my-
self. 

I appreciate the Senate commending 
our draftsmanship, since imitation is 
the most sincere form of flattery. 

Why is this bill necessary? Because 
Taiwan functions day to day as an 
independent country and it needs to 
function in that manner inside inter-
national organizations. 

To date, Taiwan has been admitted 
to only one international organization, 
the World Health Organization, and 
there it has only observer status. 

The fiction that Taiwan acts as, 
functions as, a part of China com-
plicates and interferes with so many 
international organizations, but it 
should not be allowed to interfere with 
law enforcement against criminal 
gangs and international criminal syn-
dicates. 

As things stand now, Taiwan gets 
some of the information it needs from 
the international police organization 
known as INTERPOL, but it is not con-
sistently made available. It is not reli-
able. 

Taiwan doesn’t have realtime access 
to INTERPOL’s networks and systems. 
This doesn’t just hurt the people of 
Taiwan, but hurts people all over the 
world who are potential victims of 
criminals who cannot be apprehended 
because we don’t have an efficient 
sharing of information as part of this 
multilateral law enforcement agency. 

It is for this reason that the bill di-
rects the President to develop a strat-
egy to obtain at least observer status 
for Taiwan in the International Crimi-
nal Police Organization, or INTERPOL. 

I commend the gentleman from New 
Jersey for managing this bill here 
today, and I commend the chairman of 
the Asia and the Pacific Sub-
committee, Mr. SALMON, for intro-
ducing this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1645 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE), the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs’ Subcommittee on Terrorism, 
Nonproliferation, and Trade. 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, before I left Houston 
early this morning, I met with Presi-
dent Ma from Taiwan, and we had an 
interesting and wonderful discussion. 
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Taiwan and the United States share a 

lot in common. Historically, during 
World War II, for example, all the way 
up until today, the United States has 
been a great partner with Taiwan so as 
to make sure that area of the world is 
free, that it is a democracy. It is a 
thriving democracy and the folks in 
Taiwan are proud of the fact of the re-
lationship that they have with the 
United States. This is another way 
that we can help this thriving area, 
this thriving democracy, stay up to 
date on the world criminal gangs that 
are roaming throughout the world. 

Organized crime is an international 
crime now, Mr. Speaker, as you being a 
former judge would know. They are 
more sophisticated and they are more 
in-depth about how they promote their 
criminal syndicates throughout the 
world. Most importantly, it is inter-
national. Crime has now moved to so-
phistication beyond what it was when 
both the gentleman from Tennessee 
and I were practicing at the courthouse 
as judges. 

Why not help out this organization, 
this group of people—Taiwan, 20 mil-
lion-plus individuals—so that it can 
keep up with the information and the 
intelligence about crime, which affects 
the whole world? 

It affects not only free societies, it 
affects societies that aren’t so free. 

INTERPOL is the group. It is the or-
ganization that tracks international 
crime. Taiwan should have this infor-
mation. It should have at least ob-
server status to know what is going on 
with these criminal syndicates 
throughout the world. China doesn’t 
want Taiwan to have INTERPOL ac-
cess or even observer status. It is a po-
litical thing for China. As my friend 
from New Jersey mentioned, China, it 
would seem, would want Taiwan to 
have access to information about 
criminals—or outlaws, as we call them. 

This is an important piece of legisla-
tion. As the ranking member pointed 
out so eloquently, it is such a good 
piece of legislation that the Senate 
just copied it, put its name on it, and 
sent it back to us because it wants us 
to vote on it twice. We will vote on it 
twice and we will show all concerned, 
especially the folks in Taiwan and the 
international community, that we sup-
port its right to know the information 
about criminals that lurk throughout 
the world. 

And that is just the way it is. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, Taiwan already missed 

the INTERPOL General Assembly 
meeting that took place last fall in 
Kigali, Rwanda. Our hope is that with 
the passage of this bill, the United 
States will be able to figure out a way 
for Taiwan to observe the General As-
sembly meeting later this year in Indo-
nesia. 

It is time that we insist that Taiwan 
be an observer to INTERPOL so that 

everyone can benefit from increased 
safety and security. Blocking Taiwan 
from INTERPOL is not in the interest 
of any nation. And as Judge POE just 
mentioned a moment ago, even the 
People’s Republic of China would ben-
efit because this is all about trying to 
catch and to inhibit criminals from 
moving effortlessly across borders; so 
it is in its interest as well not to block 
Taiwan. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Salmon-Sherman bill which is before 
us today. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I stand in 

strong support of S. 2426, directing the Sec-
retary of State to develop a strategy to obtain 
observer status for Taiwan in the International 
Criminal Police Organization (INTERPOL). 

Last year, I supported H.R. 1853, which 
passed here in the House of Representatives, 
directing the Administration to develop a strat-
egy to obtain observer status for Taiwan in the 
International Criminal Police Organization 
(INTERPOL), and for other purposes. 

As the Ranking Member of the Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Se-
curity, and Investigations, the empowerment of 
law enforcement in order that they be able to 
carry out their mandate in upholding the rule 
of law and preservation of peace and security 
are imperatives I believe we must continue to 
seek to facilitate here in the homeland as well 
as in the global community from Nigeria to 
Taiwan and everywhere in between to main-
tain global stability and combat violent extre-
mism. 

Our world today is fraught with global ter-
rorism, with groups such as ISIL, Boko Haram, 
al-Shabab and their other affiliates, utilizing in-
formation sharing and technologies to advance 
their vitriolic causes. 

This is why organizing, inclusion and em-
powerment of nations willing to work together 
to combat domestic and global terrorism is in 
our global and national security interest. 

This measure facilitates the United States’ 
and the global community’s ability to move 
swiftly to empower police and law enforcement 
in our collective efforts of coordinating, pre-
empting and acting swiftly in unison, strategi-
cally in combatting terrorism, crisis prevention 
and response and maintaining, peace, secu-
rity, law, order and respect for the rule of law. 

I join this bipartisan measure which seeks to 
facilitate INTERPOL member states’ efforts to 
promote Taiwan’s ability to bid to obtain ob-
server status in the INTERPOL. 

Indeed, since 1964, Taiwan had maintained 
full membership, but was ejected 20 years 
later when the People’s Republic of China 
(PRC) applied for membership. 

Part of what the United States Administra-
tion can do is to take the lead in endorsing 
Taiwan in obtaining its observer status. 

Let me underscore that the Administration 
and our Secretary of State are doing a fan-
tastic job in diplomatic efforts on behalf of our 
nation, earning us goodwill in the global com-
munity. 

The United States has expressed its affirm-
ative intentions in support of Taiwan’s partici-
pation in appropriate international organiza-
tions, as delineated in the 1994 Taiwan Policy 
Review. 

For instance, Public Law 108–235 author-
ized the Secretary of State to initiate and im-

plement a plan to endorse and obtain ob-
server status at the annual World Health As-
sembly for six consecutive years, owing to 
Taiwan’s significant contribution to the global 
community’s efforts of addressing pandemic 
control and global public health issues of our 
day. 

Indeed, the INTERPOL’s constitution allows 
observer status at meetings by police entities 
who are not members of the Organization. 

The current status of non-membership sta-
tus preludes Taiwan from gaining access to 
INTERPOL’s I–24/7 global communications 
systems, an important real time information 
sharing infrastructure on domestic and global 
criminals. 

The current state of affairs relegates Taiwan 
to hearsay or second hand information from 
friendly nations such as the United States. 

This impedes Taiwan’s ability to move swift-
ly in information acquisition as it relates to its 
domestic and global crime fighting efforts. 

As a senior member of the Committee on 
Homeland Security, global and national secu-
rity efforts and infrastructures that promote 
global communications to achieve peace and 
stability are very important to me. 

This measure seeks to protect our security 
interests in Taiwan as well as the global secu-
rity of the world. 

Taiwan’s inaccessibility to critical information 
readily made available to its law enforcement 
forces places our entire world at risk. 

This measure seeks to facilitate Taiwan’s di-
rect and unobstructed participation in the Inter-
national Criminal Police which promotes global 
security. 

I support and urge the support of this meas-
ure because it is beneficial for all nations and 
their police authorities to be able to share in-
formation with authorized police authorities in 
their law enforcement and peacekeeping ef-
forts in combatting local and global crimes, in-
cluding the contemporary crime of violent ex-
tremism. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of this measure, which would direct 
the Secretary of State to develop a strategy to 
obtain observer status for Taiwan in the Inter-
national Criminal Police Organization, also 
known as INTERPOL. 

As a co-chair of the Congressional Taiwan 
Caucus, I support the dynamic U.S.-Taiwan 
relationship based on our shared values, deep 
economic ties, and a history of close collabo-
ration. 

Gaining observer status for Taiwan in 
INTERPOL would further enhance U.S.-Tai-
wan relations and provide for a pragmatic inte-
gration of Taiwan into an international com-
pact. 

Taiwan’s contributions to INTERPOL will 
strengthen law enforcement initiatives to fight 
human trafficking, arms smuggling, terrorism, 
and other criminal threats. 

Integrating Taiwan into an international law 
enforcement body like INTERPOL increases 
communication and information sharing to the 
benefit of the people of Taiwan and 
INTERPOL member countries. 

This is a practical step that serves the inter-
ests of the U.S., Taiwan, and INTERPOL, and 
I would urge my colleagues to support this 
measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 2426. 
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The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

AIRPORT AND AIRWAY EXTENSION 
ACT OF 2016 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4721) to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to extend authorizations 
for the airport improvement program, 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to extend the funding and expendi-
ture authority of the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4721 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Airport and Airway Extension Act of 
2016’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

TITLE I—AIRPORT AND AIRWAY 
PROGRAMS 

Sec. 101. Extension of airport improvement 
program. 

Sec. 102. Extension of expiring authorities. 
Sec. 103. Federal Aviation Administration 

operations. 
Sec. 104. Air navigation facilities and equip-

ment. 
Sec. 105. Research, engineering, and develop-

ment. 
Sec. 106. Funding for aviation programs. 
Sec. 107. Essential air service. 

TITLE II—REVENUE PROVISIONS 

Sec. 201. Expenditure authority from Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund. 

Sec. 202. Extension of taxes funding Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund. 

TITLE I—AIRPORT AND AIRWAY 
PROGRAMS 

SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF AIRPORT IMPROVE-
MENT PROGRAM. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48103(a) of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘and $1,675,000,000 for the period beginning 
on October 1, 2015, and ending on March 31, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘and $2,645,218,579 for the 
period beginning on October 1, 2015, and end-
ing on July 15, 2016’’. 

(2) OBLIGATION OF AMOUNTS.—Subject to 
limitations specified in advance in appro-
priation Acts, sums made available pursuant 
to the amendment made by paragraph (1) 
may be obligated at any time through Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and shall remain available 
until expended. 

(3) PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION.—For pur-
poses of calculating funding apportionments 
and meeting other requirements under sec-
tions 47114, 47115, 47116, and 47117 of title 49, 
United States Code, for the period beginning 

on October 1, 2015, and ending on July 15, 
2016, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall— 

(A) first calculate such funding apportion-
ments on an annualized basis as if the total 
amount available under section 48103 of such 
title for fiscal year 2016 were $3,350,000,000; 
and 

(B) then reduce by 21 percent— 
(i) all funding apportionments calculated 

under subparagraph (A); and 
(ii) amounts available pursuant to sections 

47117(b) and 47117(f)(2) of such title. 
(b) PROJECT GRANT AUTHORITY.—Section 

47104(c) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended in the matter preceding paragraph 
(1) by striking ‘‘March 31, 2016,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘July 15, 2016,’’. 
SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF EXPIRING AUTHORI-

TIES. 
(a) Section 41743(e)(2) of title 49, United 

States Code, is amended in the first sentence 
by inserting ‘‘and $3,948,087 for the period be-
ginning on October 1, 2015, and ending on 
July 15, 2016,’’ before ‘‘to carry out this sec-
tion’’. 

(b) Section 47107(r)(3) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘April 1, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘July 16, 2016’’. 

(c) Section 47115(j) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘March 
31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 2016’’. 

(d) Section 47124(b)(3)(E) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and 
not more than $5,175,000 for the period begin-
ning on October 1, 2015, and ending on March 
31, 2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘and not more than 
$8,172,541 for the period beginning on October 
1, 2015, and ending on July 15, 2016,’’. 

(e) Section 47141(f) of title 49, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘March 
31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 2016’’. 

(f) Section 186(d) of the Vision 100—Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act (117 
Stat. 2518) is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 2016,’’. 

(g) Section 409(d) of the Vision 100—Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act (49 
U.S.C. 41731 note) is amended by striking 
‘‘March 31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 
2016’’. 

(h) Section 411(h) of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 42301 
prec. note) is amended by striking ‘‘March 
31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 2016’’. 

(i) Section 822(k) of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 47141 
note) is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 2016’’. 

(j) The amendments made by this section 
shall take effect on March 31, 2016. 
SEC. 103. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

OPERATIONS. 
Section 106(k) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) by striking paragraph (1)(E) and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(E) $7,824,891,355 for the period beginning 

on October 1, 2015, and ending on July 15, 
2016.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3) by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘July 15, 2016,’’. 
SEC. 104. AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES AND 

EQUIPMENT. 
Section 48101(a)(5) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(5) $2,254,357,923 for the period beginning 

on October 1, 2015, and ending on July 15, 
2016.’’. 
SEC. 105. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
Section 48102(a)(9) of title 49, United States 

Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘(9) $131,076,503 for the period beginning on 

October 1, 2015, and ending on July 15, 2016.’’. 
SEC. 106. FUNDING FOR AVIATION PROGRAMS. 

The budget authority authorized in this 
Act, including the amendments made by this 

Act, shall be deemed to satisfy the require-
ments of subsections (a)(1)(B) and (a)(2) of 
section 48114 of title 49, United States Code, 
for the period beginning on October 1, 2015, 
and ending on July 15, 2016. 
SEC. 107. ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE. 

Section 41742(a)(2) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and $77,500,000 
for the period beginning on October 1, 2015, 
and ending on March 31, 2016,’’ and inserting 
‘‘and $138,183,060 for the period beginning on 
October 1, 2015, and ending on July 15, 2016,’’. 

TITLE II—REVENUE PROVISIONS 
SEC. 201. EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FROM AIR-

PORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9502(d) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘April 1, 2016’’ in the mat-

ter preceding subparagraph (A) and inserting 
‘‘April 1, 2017’’, and 

(B) by striking the semicolon at the end of 
subparagraph (A) and inserting ‘‘or the Air-
port and Airway Extension Act of 2016 or any 
specified extension;’’, and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) SPECIFIED EXTENSION.—For purposes of 

paragraph (1), the term ‘specified extension’ 
means any provision of law enacted after the 
date of the enactment of this paragraph and 
before April 1, 2017, but only to the extent 
that such provision of law provides for the 
extension (including authorization of addi-
tional amounts) of an existing authority (de-
termined as of the date of the enactment of 
this paragraph) for a period ending not later 
than March 31, 2017, under one or more of the 
following: 

‘‘(A) Section 106, 41742, 41743, 47104, 47107, 
47114, 47115, 47116, 47117, 47124, 47141, 48101, 
48102, 48103, or 48114 of title 49, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(B) Section 186(d) or 409(d) of the Vision 
100—Century of Aviation Reauthorization 
Act. 

‘‘(C) Section 140(c)(1), 411(h), or 822(k) of 
the FAA Modernization and Reform Act of 
2012.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
9502(e)(2) of such Code is amended by striking 
‘‘April 1, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2017’’. 
SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF TAXES FUNDING AIR-

PORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND. 
(a) FUEL TAXES.—Section 4081(d)(2)(B) of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘March 31, 2016’’ and inserting 
‘‘March 31, 2017’’. 

(b) TICKET TAXES.— 
(1) PERSONS.—Section 4261(k)(1)(A)(ii) of 

such Code is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2017’’. 

(2) PROPERTY.—Section 4271(d)(1)(A)(ii) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 
2016’’ and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2017’’. 

(c) FRACTIONAL OWNERSHIP PROGRAMS.— 
(1) TREATMENT AS NON-COMMERCIAL AVIA-

TION.—Section 4083(b) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘April 1, 2016’’ and inserting 
‘‘April 1, 2017’’. 

(2) EXEMPTION FROM TICKET TAXES.—Sec-
tion 4261(j) of such Code is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘March 31, 2016’’ and inserting ‘‘March 
31, 2017’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. SHUSTER) and the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 
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include extraneous materials on H.R. 
4721. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in support of H.R. 4721, the Air-

port and Airway Extension Act of 2016. 
This bill extends the authorization of 

the Federal Aviation Administration 
programs through July 15, 2016. The 
bill also extends the revenue collection 
authorities for the Airport and Airway 
Trust Fund through March 31, 2017. The 
current FAA authorization expires at 
the end of this month. 

Without this bill, the authority to 
collect aviation taxes will lapse, de-
priving the trust fund of more than $30 
million per day. That is $30 million a 
day for air traffic control, airport de-
velopment, and other aviation pro-
grams that can never be recovered. 

Additionally, airports will be unable 
to receive grant money that has al-
ready been awarded to them, putting 
dozens of construction projects across 
the country at risk of delay, cost over-
run, or cancelation. 

H.R. 4721 will avoid these unneces-
sary consequences while Congress 
works to finish a long-term aviation 
bill. 

On February 11, the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee ap-
proved H.R. 4441, the Aviation Innova-
tion, Reform, and Reauthorization Act, 
or the AIRR Act. 

The AIRR Act provides the trans-
formational reform we need to mod-
ernize our antiquated air traffic con-
trol systems; to ensure the system is 
safe and efficient; and to ensure the 
U.S. leads the world in aviation. 

The AIRR Act takes ATC out of the 
Federal bureaucracy and establishes an 
independent, not-for-profit corporation 
to provide and modernize ATC service. 
This corporation will be governed by 
an independent board and representa-
tives of the public interest. This inde-
pendent entity will provide a service. It 
will not be given the public airspace. 

And the FAA will continue to be our 
Nation’s aviation safety regulator. Let 
me stress that the FAA will continue 
to be the Nation’s aviation safety regu-
lator and that Congress will have full 
oversight over that entity. 

The bill includes protections for gen-
eral aviation and for service to rural 
communities. This structure gets ATC 
away from political infighting and 
from an FAA management structure 
that has wasted billions of dollars in 
trying to modernize the system. 

I believe this reform will benefit pas-
sengers first, our communities, all sys-
tem users, and will ultimately save 
taxpayers and the traveling public bil-
lions of dollars. 

The AIRR Act also streamlines the 
FAA certification process so as to im-
prove America’s competitiveness and 
to protect jobs. It includes a robust 
safety title, protects investment in air-

port infrastructure, and promotes pas-
senger service reforms. 

We have worked every step of the 
way under an open process in order to 
address concerns and find common 
ground to move forward. In the mark-
up, the committee approved 44 amend-
ments, mostly on a bipartisan basis, to 
make the AIRR Act a better bill; but 
our work isn’t done yet. With so much 
at stake, it is critical that we get this 
reform right. 

We are working with Members in the 
House to get the ball over the goal line. 
Last week, Members of the Senate 
Commerce Committee introduced its 
FAA reauthorization bill, and I look 
forward to working with Chairman 
THUNE. We have worked well with the 
Senate Commerce Committee on the 
highway bill, on passenger rail reform, 
and on a Surface Transportation Board 
reauthorization. I believe we can be 
successful on an aviation bill as well. 

I am confident that we can produce a 
transformational FAA bill that will re-
store our global leadership position in 
aviation and ensure that the United 
States has the safest, most efficient 
aviation system in the world. In the 
meantime, we need to pass this short- 
term extension, and I urge all of my 
colleagues to support it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Here we are in the first or second 

short-term extension of the FAA, hope-
fully the last. The Senate has intro-
duced a bill and I have had an oppor-
tunity to review the Senate bill. If you 
put the bills side by side, you will find 
very substantial agreement. In fact, 
there is very substantial agreement in 
the House over many of the critical 
provisions of the bill that relate to 
safety, to the future regulation of 
drones, to flight attendant risk, and 
numerous other provisions that were 
agreed upon during the markup. 

The one major disagreement between 
the House and the Senate bills is the 
same disagreement that exists here in 
the House, which is over the privatiza-
tion of the air traffic operations in this 
country. 

I am not going to regurgitate the en-
tire debate again here on the floor. The 
point is, with both bills being so simi-
lar, absent privatization, we could 
move well within the temporary exten-
sion. 

In fact, we could probably have a bill 
done—well, we are not here very much. 
Congress is having, I think, a record 
few number of legislative days this 
year—but whenever we are going to be 
around again. I think there is a week 
in April and maybe a couple of days in 
May when we are going to be here and 
we could get this done. That seems to 
me to be the more prudent course. 

The chairman and I do agree on what 
needs to be addressed at the FAA. First 
off, the biggest problem the FAA has is 
the United States Congress—the stupid 
shutdowns, sequestration, and other 
things which have interrupted critical 

work, including procurement, and 
which have certainly interrupted the 
orderly operation of the air traffic con-
trol system. 

How do we protect the FAA from 
Congress and idiots who want to shut 
down the government? 

That is a tough one. I propose man-
datory spending. The FAA is virtually 
self-funding. With the current tax 
structure and without adopting a con-
troversial new private fee structure 
that would be put through by the non-
profit corporation, the existing tax 
structure can pay for virtually 100 per-
cent of the FAA, as it is, on an ongoing 
basis. If we adopted some efficiencies 
with a couple of other reforms, it 
would be in very, very robust shape and 
we would no longer have to rebut the 
idiocy of government shutdowns. 

Now, there are certainly other parts 
of the government I care about that 
shouldn’t be shut down, but at least 
mandatory spending here, like with So-
cial Security checks and veterans’ ben-
efits, would say no, this is critical; it 
will continue even if, for some reason, 
Congress is so dysfunctional as to shut 
down funding for the government. 

Secondly, procurement. Congress has 
been trying to reform procurement at 
the FAA since 1996. Unfortunately, 
back then, Congress didn’t mandate 
procurement reforms. They merely 
gave the FAA license to depart from 
Federal procurement procedures if they 
so wished. In the end, unfortunately, 
either through the initiative of the 
FAA’s or perhaps of some of the people 
down at the Office of Management and 
Budget, the procurement reforms were 
not done. In fact, they ended up with a 
system that is pretty much the same 
as the other, which is perhaps even less 
functional than those of other Federal 
agencies. 

Finally, personnel. Again, in 1996—20 
years ago—Congress, in recognizing 
this problem, gave the FAA the oppor-
tunity, the discretion, to adopt dif-
ferent personnel procedures, particu-
larly as it relates to the mid-level bu-
reaucratic bulge in the agency which 
does lead to some analysis, paralysis, 
and other problems that slow down 
needed measures or actions by the 
FAA. 

I offered a very simple amendment 
that addressed those three things. It 
shouldn’t be controversial. It says let 
the FAA fund itself with the existing 
tax structure and make that manda-
tory spending so we never shut them 
down again. Let’s have procurement re-
forms and personnel reforms that are 
mandatory. 

b 1700 

Unfortunately, that amendment 
failed and, instead, this privatization 
proposal prevailed. But that now has 
brought us to this point where, what is 
the path forward? 

Okay. We are now going to extend 
this agency temporarily until just be-
fore the longest summer break in his-
tory for Congress. Well, I guess back in 
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the 1940s and 1950s they used to take 
the summers off. But at least since the 
invention and installation of air-condi-
tioning, it is the longest summer break 
in history. 

So we have to get it done before then. 
Otherwise, Congress won’t be back 
until sometime in September for a cou-
ple of days when it is not likely to do 
any major legislation. 

The stability and the predictability 
that we need with the FAA, the re-
forms we need—not just the ones I 
mentioned, but the reforms in drones, 
the reforms to give flight attendants 
the same mandatory rest hours and 
many, many other provisions—that are 
in agreement between the House and 
the Senate should not have to wait. 

So I would hope that we won’t drag 
this out until just before Congress ad-
journs and, instead, that we move for-
ward with all dispatch after the Senate 
acts this week, if the Senate acts this 
week—you never can predict the Sen-
ate—and begin to correlate the few dif-
ferences that I see between the bills. 

Then, at some point, I think it will 
be time to give up on the privatization 
proposal and move forward and put this 
bill into place. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHUSTER. I yielf myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, just a couple of points 

to point out. Again, we talk about pri-
vatization, but this is a not-for-profit 
corporation that is going to be gov-
erned by the stakeholders. 

The government will have represent-
atives, and the others that use the sys-
tem will be on there to make sure that 
this entity operates in the most effi-
cient, safe manner possible. Just to 
point out, over 50 countries around the 
world have done this and they have 
done it successfully. 

As the gentleman points out, in the 
bill that we passed, there is much 
agreement, but there are significant 
differences on this point. 

The gentleman also points out, which 
I agree with, Congress is part of the 
problem. It is not just the bureaucrats 
at FAA. It is the way Congress funds 
things. 

His solution to mandatory spending, 
though, I would oppose significantly 
because that takes the Congress out of 
the equation. It gives the FAA money. 

They will get it automatically with-
out Congress going through appropria-
tions or any kind of real oversight by 
Congress. If it comes down to it, it will 
be very difficult to change. The track 
record is very, very clear. 

As the gentleman points out, over 
time we have reformed over and over 
and over, given the FAA the ability to 
do things that other agencies don’t 
have. 

But to paraphrase my good friend 
and colleague from Oregon who has 
said this a number of times, the only 
agency worse than the Department of 
Defense for procurement is the FAA. 
They just can’t get it right. And Con-
gress is an accomplice in that failure. 

So, again, that reform I think will go 
great distances to make this a modern 
FAA system, to be able to get it to op-
erate with the GPS-based systems, give 
us much more capacity, improve the 
airspace, decrease the time it takes to 
fly places for the traveling public, and 
decrease the amount of energy burned 
up, which will be good for the environ-
ment. 

Again, I will continue to work with 
my colleagues and with the Senate to 
try to do something, which, really, its 
time has come, to significantly reform 
the FAA and do something that, again, 
over 50 countries have done. Britain, 
Germany, Australia, New Zealand, our 
allies around the world have done it 
successfully and with very, very safe 
results. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DEFAZIO. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, well, let’s just set the 

record straight. Only two countries 
have privatized. That is Canada and 
Great Britain. 

In the case of Great Britain, the gov-
ernment and the taxpayers had to 
come in and bail out the corporation. 
In the case of Canada, it was a very 
prolonged transition, 7 or 8 years, 
which would set back NextGen for a 
generation. So those were not without 
their problems. 

There is a MITRE report, which 
looks at all of the other conversions 
around the world which were govern-
ment corporations, not private cor-
porations. So there are only two that 
have gone to private corporations. 

All the other countries that have 
changed over have gone to government 
corporations, and they also had transi-
tion issues. I mean, it is very instruc-
tive. 

We haven’t held hearings on the 
MITRE report or the recent GAO re-
port that point to the potential for dis-
ruption and seeing that this proposal 
won’t cause the sorts of disruptions 
that happened in other countries. 

On the issue of mandatory spending, 
we would still, as the authorizers, have 
the authority to direct that agency 
much more so than we will have if we 
give it to a private corporation. 

According to the most recent CBO re-
port, they deem that this corporation 
will be mandatory spending and it will 
be a private corporation which will 
have the authority to tax. 

So we are giving authority to a pri-
vate corporation to establish some sort 
of a fee or tax structure—they can’t 
tax; so it will be fees of some sort—a 
fee for the amount of space that you 
take up in an airplane when you are 
flying over the country—who knows 
what those fees will be—we don’t 
know—which would be potentially dis-
ruptive and potentially disadvantage 
other users of the system, which is why 
you have all the regional airlines that 
fly 62 percent of the flights every day 
opposed to this bill. 

You have Delta Air Lines, the largest 
airline, opposed to bill. You have the 

Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association 
opposed to this bill. You have business 
aviation opposed to this proposal be-
cause they don’t know what this fee 
structure will be and how it might or 
might not discriminate against them. 

So what I propose is that you keep 
the existing structure, which every-
body can live with. Now, the airlines 
don’t like it because every time I buy 
an airline ticket and I pay the excise 
tax, the airlines say that is their 
money. 

I say no. That is actually a tax that 
is levied on me, as a passenger, which 
goes to the government. It is not their 
money. 

But they think they can create a sys-
tem where it won’t be taking money 
out of their pocket, which they say the 
excise taxes do. But I don’t know where 
the $10 billion or so a year is going to 
come to. 

Then, of course, the Office of Man-
agement and Budget also in this report 
found last week that, with mandatory 
spending by this private corporation, 
there will be a $19.848 billion deficit 
over a 10-year period. 

Let me repeat that. Mandatory 
spending by a private corporation as-
sessing some sort of new fee structure 
on users of the system, including pas-
sengers, and the OMB says that that 
would increase the Federal deficit by 
$19.848 billion. 

Of course, the majority is always free 
to waive the rules and they can ignore 
that. I mean, the rules have been 
waived numerous times to create more 
deficit around here, just by the discus-
sion on the other side that they want 
to address the deficit whenever we 
eliminate taxes, waive the rules, and 
pretend that actually eliminating 
taxes will raise money or it is budget- 
neutral. 

I guess, in this case, they could waive 
the rules and say the mandatory spend-
ing by the private corporation that will 
lead to additional deficit doesn’t mat-
ter and it doesn’t exist. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHUSTER. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 

for pointing out the potential for a pro-
longed period to get to NextGen. 

We forget it has been a prolonged pe-
riod. For over 20 years, we have been 
trying to get NextGen in the current 
system, and we haven’t been able to 
get it. 

It is the GAO, it is the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Transportation Department, 
and it is numerous reports that have 
said there is no end in sight as to when 
we can get NextGen, a GPS-based sys-
tem. 

Let me just point out—the gen-
tleman mentioned Canada, which is a 
model we are looking at very closely. 
We certainly have made it to be an 
American model. But what has Canada 
done? 

Canada, in this type of system, a not- 
for-profit corporation—which this cor-
poration will not be able to raise taxes, 
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will not be able to put taxes. It will go 
to a user fee-based system. 

What has Canada done? They have 
decreased the cost of those user fees by 
30 percent over the last 20 years, a 30 
percent decrease. 

What they are doing this year is that 
the Canadian Nav Can will launch its 
first batch of satellites, and over the 
next 13, 14 months, until the next year 
of 2017, they will launch 70-plus sat-
ellites. They will have visibility of 100 
percent of the world’s global airspace. 

Today all of us together see about 30 
percent. The Canadians will do this 
based on a system that we are trying to 
move toward to implement. So it has 
been a great success for Canada. It has 
lower costs. They are going to have a 
system that is deployed. It is safe. 

The only good news about Canada 
doing it is that they are one of our best 
allies. It is not the Russians and the 
Chinese doing it. If they were doing it, 
we would be hell-bent on trying to get 
this done. 

Let me just point back to, this is a 
system that the stakeholders will be in 
charge of at the board level. The FAA 
will still be the regulatory agency. 

So, again, this is something that is a 
long time coming. The Clinton admin-
istration tried to do it. The Bush ad-
ministration tried to do it. 

The time has come. We should do 
this. We should not let the Canadians 
have the ability that we don’t have, 
even though they are our allies. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
We have been down this path some-

what exhaustively, except we haven’t 
held exhaustive hearings to bring in 
the stakeholders, poke at this idea, see 
if there are alternatives and other 
ways to make the FAA into a more ef-
ficient agency. 

Actually, the Canadians are not 
launching a satellite. They are putting 
a module on a satellite, and they are 
allowing people to actually license in 
or lease in with them, which the FAA 
could do. 

That is not the critical part of the in-
frastructure we need here in the U.S. 
That satellite-based system will not be 
able to improve the ground-based sys-
tem that we have here in terms of our 
very, very busy airports. We land more 
planes in a day at LaGuardia than Can-
ada lands in—I don’t know how many 
days. 

So the issue of our system and more 
efficiency in our system depends on 
many things, including one thing 
which is a glaring omission in both the 
House and Senate bills: runways, 
aprons, terminals. Guess what. Both 
the House bill and the Senate bill stiff 
the airports. 

We haven’t allowed them to assess a 
reasonable increase in the passenger fa-
cility charge in many, many, many 
years. So even if this system becomes 
more efficient, one way or another, at 
some point, you can’t get more planes 
into LaGuardia without building an-

other runway. That is not going to hap-
pen. So we can’t even talk about that. 

There are other places where we 
could improve efficiency with another 
runway, where you could improve effi-
ciency with more terminal space, more 
gates, more apron. Yet, the airports 
are not being allowed to assess a user 
fee to get there. 

I actually was an original advocate 
for the passenger facility charge many 
years ago when I saw the unfairness of 
the previous system. 

I live in Springfield, Oregon, across 
the river from Eugene. Eugene has the 
airport on their property. They had to 
build a new airport, and they could 
only assess the fees in taxes against 
the people of Eugene. Yet, people from 
Corvallis, people from Springfield, peo-
ple from Roseburg, all use that airport. 

So I thought it would be only fair to 
assess a passenger facility charge for 
those sorts of improvements, which I 
probably enjoy more than most people, 
flying more than most people. But we 
haven’t allowed an increase in that, 
and certainly the costs of construction 
have not gotten any cheaper. 

Many of the airports are bonded out. 
They don’t have the capability of 
issuing more bonds without more rev-
enue flow, but we seem to be ignoring 
that. 

So if you want to look at the system 
to increase efficiency as a whole and to 
help the passenger experience, you 
have got to look at the system as a 
whole, and I am afraid we are a little 
bit short there. 

Back to the corporate model, we 
don’t know what the user fees will be, 
which, again, is why business aviation, 
general aviation, the Nation’s largest 
airline and the regional airlines, which 
fly 62 percent of the airplanes every 
day, are all opposed to this black hole. 

b 1715 

Suddenly we are going to have a pri-
vate corporation that assesses some 
sort of user fee, which is raising more 
than $10 billion a year to pay for itself, 
and then the gentleman says that safe-
ty will remain with the FAA. It will, 
with no funding. 

So it is a crisis that every once in a 
while, you know, idiots take over, and 
we shut down the government, and that 
messes up air traffic control, and then 
we go into sequestration. But it is 
okay if they shut down every inspector 
in the FAA and everything else that 
goes into safety in the FAA and every-
thing that goes into certification at 
the FAA because that will all remain 
with the vestigial agency over in the 
general fund with no funding source, 
because the assumption is all of the ex-
isting excise taxes are going to be re-
pealed and replaced by new, unknown 
user fees by the private entity. 

So what is that new system and how 
and where is the money going to come 
from for safety, for certification and 
all the other critical functions of the 
FAA? That is left to the total discre-
tion of Congress, with no funding 

source. At least today you can look at 
that and say: Well, we are paying for 93 
percent of it through taxes that are 
being raised, that are dedicated; all we 
have got to do is come up with 7 per-
cent. But now it will be: Wow, we have 
got to come up with 100 percent to fund 
those inspectors and those certifiers 
and all those people over there. Wow, 
this is great; let’s bifurcate the agency. 
Plus the communications problem. 

And, by the way, the certifiers will 
have to certify the new systems that 
the private corporation is proposing to 
put in place, so the certifiers are now 
laid off because of a dumb government 
shutdown but, hey, they can move 
ahead over here. Well, no, they can’t 
move ahead. They can’t deploy any 
new systems because they are user fee- 
based, and these people over here are 
general fund-based. 

So I do not believe this solves the 
problem. I think it would be better to 
say, if you want to do this, do it the 
way President Clinton did propose, 
which is a government corporation. He 
did not propose privatization. Virtually 
the vast majority of the countries in 
the world have gone with government 
corporations. If you do that, you don’t 
have some of the bizarre problems that 
they are trying to work around here 
with the Constitution, which prohibits 
giving regulatory authority to a pri-
vate entity. 

Well, they work around that by say-
ing everything the corporation wants 
to do has to be approved by the Sec-
retary, who, by the way, will have a 
giant new office of experts to advise 
him or her on whether or not to ap-
prove the new fee structure, whether or 
not to approve the new routes, whether 
or not to approve this or that or any-
thing that is regulatory in nature. 
That all still has to go back to the Sec-
retary, who, by the way, is subject to 
Congress and the appropriations proc-
ess and political appointment. 

We aren’t solving the problem. If this 
goes forward, you are not solving the 
problem. I posit that you are creating 
more. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time is remaining on our side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 111⁄2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I will say, point out for 
the Record, correct the Record, first, 
the gentleman is correct: Canada is not 
launching satellites. They are launch-
ing modules to go on satellites by the 
corporation that they own about half 
of to deploy this GPS-based system. 
So, the gentleman is correct. Tech-
nically they are not satellites, but they 
are components to go on satellites 
which will, in fact, see 100 percent of 
the global airspace, which America 
should be doing. 

The next thing I would like to cor-
rect is we have had numerous hearings 
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on this. We have had over half a dozen 
hearings. In fact, we had one just be-
fore we marked the bill up. We have 
had over 12—I think maybe even 14 or 
15—roundtable discussions with both 
sides of the aisle and stakeholders from 
all over the industries who sat there 
and talked to us about what they 
thought is good and what is bad. 

The concern about safety—as I said, 
safety stays in government, and today 
the FAA safety certification portion of 
it is paid by the general fund. That is 
appropriate. The other fees, the taxes, 
we plan to eliminate most of those 
taxes, eliminate those taxes and go to 
a user fee-based system. 

There is plenty of money there. That 
will go to run the ATC system. This 
way it will be in a user fee-based sys-
tem, which history has shown us what 
Canada has done. History has shown us, 
I think, in many, many cases, when 
you take something outside the gov-
ernment that can go outside the gov-
ernment, it is run more efficiently. We 
will get out of the starts and the stops 
of the appropriations process, of the 
government shutdowns, of the 23 exten-
sions last time. 

This will be a better program. And 
the Secretary and the FAA will still 
maintain that regulatory oversight, 
which, in fact, means that Congress 
will maintain regulatory oversight. 
And I don’t know when Congress has 
not had oversight and, in many cases, 
screwed up many of the private indus-
tries in this country by our overreach 
and our oversight by putting rules and 
regulations in place that don’t work. In 
the case of the FAA, we rolled those 
back in many cases, let them go out-
side the Federal Government human 
resources rules and regulations. What 
did they do? They just kept on doing 
the same old thing. 

So this is an opportunity for us, 
again, with extensive hearings, with 
extensive experience around the world, 
looking at people who have done it suc-
cessfully. Again, I believe the time has 
come for us to do this, to make this a 
modern aviation system that I believe 
will improve safety, although we have 
an incredibly safe system today. 

It will reduce the cost for the trav-
eling public. It will make their flight 
times faster, more efficient, and it will 
be good for the environment. I don’t 
see, really, anything in this that many, 
many Members of this House can’t em-
brace. 

I will continue to talk about it and 
continue to push it because I really be-
lieve the time is now to have a modern 
air traffic control system that will be 
the envy of the world, just as our avia-
tion system, our airlines, the develop-
ment of our airlines, and our manufac-
turers have been for years. If we don’t 
do it, I think we stand to diminish our-
selves in the world. 

Ladies and gentlemen, we invented 
aviation. We ought to make sure that 
we continue to be the leaders in the 
world when it comes to aviation, 
whether it is flying planes, building 

planes, or controlling the airspace in 
the most efficient and safe way. 

Again, I urge all my colleagues to 
support this short-term extension that 
is on the floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, this short-term bill 
to extend the FAA authorization for three 
months and tax revenue for one year gives us 
more time to negotiate bipartisan reforms that 
are needed. While I will support this extension, 
I’m concerned that Republicans are using this 
bill to buy time for privatization. 

Let me be clear: we should not privatize the 
FAA. Privatizing the FAA would put control of 
our skies in the hands of a private corporation 
that put profits over passenger safety. It gives 
that private corporation the power to tax the 
flying public who have no alternative. It would 
increase complexity and lead to higher costs 
for passengers. It would reduce air service to 
small and rural communities. And it hands a 
private corporation billions of dollars’ worth of 
taxpayers’ property and other assets—free of 
charge. 

Capt. Chesley Sullenberger, the US Airways 
pilot who landed his disabled aircraft on the 
Hudson River in 2009, agrees. He told POLIT-
ICO: ‘‘There ought to be other, better ways to 
make sure that air traffic control has long- 
term, consistent funding for capital improve-
ments other than eviscerating access to the 
air traffic control system for anyone other than 
airlines.’’ 

I think we can all agree that there are im-
provements that can and should be made to 
the FAA, and this bill gives us time to work to-
ward them. But we should not cloak those im-
provements in a bill that gives up Congress’s 
jurisdiction and harms taxpayers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
SHUSTER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4721. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 22 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) at 6 
o’clock and 30 minutes p.m. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4596, SMALL BUSINESS 
BROADBAND DEPLOYMENT ACT, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 3797, SATISFYING 
ENERGY NEEDS AND SAVING 
THE ENVIRONMENT ACT 

Mr. STIVERS, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114–453) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 640) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 4596) to ensure that small 
business providers of broadband Inter-
net access service can devote resources 
to broadband deployment rather than 
compliance with cumbersome regu-
latory requirements, and providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3797) to 
establish the bases by which the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency shall issue, implement, 
and enforce certain emission limita-
tions and allocations for existing elec-
tric utility steam generating units 
that convert coal refuse into energy, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

S. 2426, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Con. Res. 75, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Con. Res. 121, by the yeas and 

nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

DEVELOPING A STRATEGY TO OB-
TAIN OBSERVER STATUS FOR 
TAIWAN IN THE INTERNATIONAL 
CRIMINAL POLICE ORGANIZA-
TION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 2426) to direct the Secretary of 
State to develop a strategy to obtain 
observer status for Taiwan in the 
International Criminal Police Organi-
zation, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 381, nays 0, 
not voting 52, as follows: 

[Roll No. 111] 

YEAS—381 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 

Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 

Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
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Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 

Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 

Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 

Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—52 

Adams 
Babin 
Becerra 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Conyers 
Costa 
Davis, Danny 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Frelinghuysen 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Gutiérrez 
Heck (NV) 

Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Israel 
Johnson (GA) 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Langevin 
Lipinski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
McCaul 
Noem 

Pascrell 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Richmond 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Shuster 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Tiberi 
Waters, Maxine 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1847 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

111, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

DEFINING CERTAIN ATROCITIES 
AS WAR CRIMES, CRIMES 
AGAINST HUMANITY, AND GENO-
CIDE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
75) expressing the sense of Congress 
that those who commit or support 
atrocities against Christians and other 
ethnic and religious minorities, includ-
ing Yezidis, Turkmen, Sabea- 
Mandeans, Kaka‘e, and Kurds, and who 
target them specifically for ethnic or 
religious reasons, are committing, and 
are hereby declared to be committing, 
‘‘war crimes’’, ‘‘crimes against human-
ity’’, and ‘‘genocide’’, as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 393, nays 0, 
not voting 40, as follows: 

[Roll No. 112] 

YEAS—393 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 

Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 

Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
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Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 

Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—40 

Adams 
Babin 
Becerra 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Costa 
Davis, Danny 
Duckworth 
Ellmers (NC) 
Frelinghuysen 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 

Gutiérrez 
Heck (NV) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Honda 
Israel 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Lipinski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 

Noem 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1854 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
concurrent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title of the concurrent resolution 
was amended so as to read: ‘‘Concur-
rent resolution expressing the sense of 
Congress that the atrocities per-
petrated by ISIL against religious and 
ethnic minorities in Iraq and Syria in-
clude war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, and genocide.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

CONDEMNING VIOLATIONS OF 
INTERNATIONAL LAW BY THE 
GOVERNMENT OF SYRIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
121) expressing the sense of the Con-
gress condemning the gross violations 
of international law amounting to war 
crimes and crimes against humanity by 
the Government of Syria, its allies, and 
other parties to the conflict in Syria, 
and asking the President to direct his 
Ambassador at the United Nations to 
promote the establishment of a war 
crimes tribunal where these crimes 
could be addressed, as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 392, nays 3, 
not voting 38, as follows: 

[Roll No. 113] 

YEAS—392 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 

Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 

Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 

Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 

Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schrader 

Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—3 

Amash Gabbard Massie 

NOT VOTING—38 

Adams 
Babin 
Becerra 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Costa 
Davis, Danny 
Duckworth 
Ellmers (NC) 
Frelinghuysen 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 

Gutiérrez 
Heck (NV) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Israel 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Lipinski 
Noem 
Pascrell 

Pearce 
Peters 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schiff 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 
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b 1900 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
concurrent resolution, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

WE MUST CONFRONT EVIL IN THE 
WORLD 

(Mr. MCCARTHY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, there 
are times in history we are ashamed of, 
times when people were faced with 
great evil and the world looked away. 

Cambodia’s Communist regime mas-
sacred its people. Many in the world 
made excuses for them. Stalin purged 
Russians and starved the nation of 
Ukraine. He was praised by a Pulitzer 
Prize-winning journalist. 

The Jewish people of Europe were 
systematically murdered by Hitler, but 
the world was too afraid to see the 
truth. The scales were only lifted from 
their eyes when millions were already 
dead. At the time, people made excuses 
for their decision to look away. They 
said the politics were too dicey, or it 
wouldn’t be diplomatic, or sometimes 
they couldn’t believe that such evil ex-
ists. 

When we look back, those excuses 
don’t make sense. They don’t matter. 
What matters is that people were dying 
and the world didn’t notice. Evil does 
exist, but ignoring it or refusing to call 
it by its name does not make it go 
away. 

ISIL is murdering Christians. They 
are targeting people who share my 
faith, the faith of many people in this 
House, people who believe in Jesus 
Christ. Because of that belief, they are 
being marked for execution. ISIL is 
murdering and enslaving religious and 
ethnic minorities everywhere they gain 
power, and we know it. 

We know what they are doing, and if 
we don’t say it, we should be ashamed. 
ISIL is committing genocide. They are 
targeting non-Muslims, Christians, 
Yazidis, and more, and pushing them to 
extinction. 

But we also can’t ignore what else is 
happening in Syria. The Assad regime 
and its allies are indiscriminately kill-
ing on a breathtaking scale. Torture, 
rape, chemical weapons, barrel bombs, 
forced starvation—the Syrian regime is 
targeting civilians and millions are 
suffering. 

The world cannot look away. The 
Obama administration cannot dance 
around the question. Today the House 
stands firmly to proclaim to the world 
that genocide is happening, that evil is 
real, and that it must be stopped. We 
urge the administration to join us. 

We must look evil in the face and 
confront it, because if we do not wake 
up, more innocent blood will be shed. 

CELEBRATING INTERNATIONAL PI 
DAY 

(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to join mathe-
maticians, math lovers, and millions 
around the world in celebrating Inter-
national Pi Day. Observed every year 
on March 14, beginning at 1:59 p.m., Pi 
Day recognizes the mathematical con-
stant known as pi. It also coincides 
with the birthday of one of science’s 
greatest minds and former resident of 
my district, Albert Einstein. 

While many will celebrate today by 
indulging in a tastier type of pie, today 
offers a much more serious reminder of 
the importance of technology, engi-
neering, and math, fields that help 
strengthen our Nation’s economy and 
security. Studies have shown little im-
provement in math and science test 
scores in the United States since 1995. 

And so as we honor the concept of pi 
and the legacy of Einstein, I ask my 
colleagues to join me in renewing our 
commitment to outstanding STEM 
education in our schools and support of 
STEM at the Federal level. 

f 

CONGRATULATING WAYZATA 
HOCKEY TEAM 

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, Indiana 
has its basketball, Texas has its foot-
ball, but in Minnesota it doesn’t get 
much better than the annual high 
school hockey tournament. 

I would like to congratulate the 
Wayzata High School boys hockey 
team for taking home the title with a 
tough 5–3 victory for the championship 
over Eden Prairie. The Trojans, under 
Coach Pat O’Leary, fought back from a 
3–1 deficit to claim their first ever 
State hockey title. 

The State hockey tournament is al-
ways a tremendous event, with fans 
from around Minnesota descending on 
St. Paul to fill up the Xcel Energy Cen-
ter to cheer on their teams. 

The players at Wayzata should be 
very proud of their accomplishments 
on and off the ice. I want to recognize 
their commitment not just to their 
sport, but to spending time in the 
classroom and in the community to be-
come outstanding student athletes. 

Mr. Speaker, the family, friends, and 
fans are very proud of the Wayzata 
High School hockey team. We offer 
them congratulations. 

f 

THE CHILDREN ARE LISTENING 

(Mr. GARAMENDI asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, my 
daughter is a kindergarten teacher, 
and the children are listening. 

They are listening to our national de-
bate. They are listening to the tele-
vision. They are coming to class, and 
they are repeating. They are repeating 
the bullying that they hear on tele-
vision, and they take it to the class-
room. 

The children are listening. It is time 
for civility in our Presidential dis-
course. 

f 

IRAN SCOFFS AT AGREEMENTS 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Iran 
once again has blatantly scoffed at the 
West by breaking its agreements. 

Just this last week, Iran’s Islamic 
Revolutionary Guard Corps test-fired 
several ballistic missiles. The missiles 
were reportedly designed to hit our 
ally Israel and were inscribed in He-
brew, ‘‘Israel must be wiped out.’’ 

Under U.N. Security Council Resolu-
tion 2231, Iran is forbidden from under-
taking any work on missiles designed 
to deliver nuclear weapons. But the 
Iranians will do what suits them. The 
West—specifically, the United States— 
probably will do nothing about this 
test. The Ayatollah conveniently 
breaks international agreements. 

Under the same U.N. agreement, the 
Ayatollah is prohibited from buying 
conventional arms for the next 5 years, 
but the Ayatollah broke his word 
again. The U.N. agreement has not 
stopped Iran from negotiating an arms 
sale with the saber-rattling Russians. 

Mr. Speaker, the ink is barely dry on 
the so-called deal that the Obama ad-
ministration made with Iran. Iran is a 
rogue nation determined to destroy the 
United States and Israel. Meanwhile, 
the United States sits blissfully by and 
just wrings its hands. 

Iran must be stopped. Sanctions 
must be enforced, and eventually the 
citizens of Iran must change their gov-
ernment. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

CONGRATULATING FIRST TWO RE-
CIPIENTS OF CONGRESSIONAL 
PATRIOT AWARD 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise tonight to congratulate Congress-
men SAM JOHNSON and JOHN LEWIS for 
being named the first two recipients of 
the Bipartisan Policy Center’s Congres-
sional Patriot Award. 

This prestigious award was estab-
lished to biennially honor two Mem-
bers of Congress who have placed the 
interests and the goals of nation above 
all other concerns. 

As a former U.S. Air Force pilot, SAM 
JOHNSON truly understands what it 
means to serve one’s country. He flew 
combat missions in both the Korean 
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and the Vietnam wars, and he spent 
nearly 7 years as a prisoner of war in 
Hanoi after he was shot down over 
Vietnam. I commend SAM JOHNSON for 
his tireless work to support America’s 
men and women in uniform as well as 
for his efforts on behalf of all veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I also have much praise 
for another wonderful colleague, JOHN 
LEWIS. JOHN’s record of fighting for 
civil rights and civil liberties dates 
back to the 1960s, when he was named 
chairman of the Student Nonviolent 
Coordinating Committee and served as 
the youngest keynote speaker along-
side Dr. Martin Luther King at the 
March on Washington in 1963. 

Congressmen SAM JOHNSON and JOHN 
LEWIS have both lived lives of distinc-
tion, and I expect that tomorrow 
night’s inaugural ceremony at the Li-
brary of Congress will be a great testa-
ment to their life of service. 

f 

PREVENTING CRIMES AGAINST 
VETERANS ACT 

(Mr. ROONEY of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ROONEY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to speak on behalf of 
our Nation’s veterans, who have been 
targeted by criminals seeking to de-
fraud them. 

Last year, veterans in my district 
brought to my attention that these in-
dividuals are advertising themselves to 
the veterans community, claiming 
that, for a fee, they can speed up their 
claims with the VA. 

Now, everybody knows that the 
claims process at the VA is far too 
slow, but these people are deliberately 
seeking out veterans, purporting to 
speed up this process with their VA 
claims, which they cannot do, then il-
legally charging them exorbitant fees 
and then disappearing. 

I introduced a bill with my fellow 
Floridian and neighbor, Democrat TED 
DEUTCH, titled the Preventing Crimes 
Against Veterans Act, to penalize these 
fraudsters who are blatantly engaging 
in a scheme to defraud our veterans. 

Yes, that is true, these people prey 
on American veterans. So it is our duty 
to ensure that our heroes are protected 
under every aspect of the law. I am 
confident that this bill can pass the 
House with bipartisan support. 

f 

b 1915 

SENSIBLE WATER STORAGE 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I am 
heartened to see over the weekend in a 
Sacramento Bee article that California 
Senator DIANNE FEINSTEIN has also 
called for pumping excess water that 
flows through the delta, despite opin-
ions on endangered fish numbers. 

We have been talking a long time 
about taking that excess water and 

putting it aside in storage instead of 
just letting it run out to the ocean. I 
am a little frustrated we didn’t get to 
that point earlier. 

Back in December, we had a press 
conference and put forth legislation to 
acknowledge that we are losing water 
that could be put aside in other storage 
facilities for anybody to be able to use. 

We are looking forward to working 
with Senator FEINSTEIN on this and 
bringing forward sensible water storage 
with water we already have in these 
high-flow times. 

f 

REMEMBERING TIFFANY JOSLYN 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise with great sadness and over-
whelming grief to acknowledge the 
passing of my beloved staff member, 
Tiffany Joslyn. 

As we return to Washington, I did not 
want one day to pass without a tribute 
to her, although I will return again 
with more details and more expressions 
of how talented she was. 

Tiffany died Saturday, March 5, in a 
very tragic car accident while trav-
eling between Rhode Island and Massa-
chusetts, having gone home to mourn 
with her family on the passing of a rel-
ative. 

The greatest tragedy of all is that 
not only did Tiffany lose her life, but 
her beloved only brother died and his 
wife was injured in the same accident. 

I come today to acknowledge her 
light and to tell her parents of the 
great respect Tiffany has garnered 
throughout the Washington commu-
nity and beyond. 

She was a brilliant writer. She served 
as Deputy Chief Counsel of the Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, Home-
land Security, and Investigations of 
the House Judiciary Committee. 

Republicans and Democrats loved her 
well. She had the kind of spirit, gen-
erosity, and eagerness to get the job 
done that everyone loved. 

Tiffany had a passion to help the 
most vulnerable and those who were 
caught up in the criminal justice sys-
tem unfairly, but also those who de-
served restoration and rehabilitation. 
Together we were on a journey to con-
tinue to find a way to reform the 
criminal justice system. 

She made great progress. Two of the 
bills we worked on have already passed 
out of the Judiciary Committee, and I 
am praying that they come to the floor 
not only in her name, but in the names 
of all the vulnerable people that would 
benefit from her great work. 

To her family, this tragedy is so 
enormous that words cannot comfort, 
but you should know that your daugh-
ter and your late son were lights to so 
many. May good bless them as they 
rest in peace, for they left a legacy. It 
will go on and on. 

I am ever grateful for the oppor-
tunity to work with Tiffany, a young 

woman with a big heart and maybe 
even an old soul. She had a lot to give 
and a lot of intellect to make a dif-
ference in this world. 

f 

GENOCIDE IN THE MIDDLE EAST 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

LAHOOD). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2015, the 
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. FOR-
TENBERRY) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, 
we are living in a time of great polit-
ical difficulty. That is not a secret to 
anyone. 

Just moments ago the House of Rep-
resentatives did something essential. 
We came together not in a bipartisan 
fashion, but in a trans-partisan fash-
ion, rising above the petty difficulties 
that we seemingly cannot ever resolve, 
and spoke to the heart of something 
that is essential for all of humanity. 
We declared together what is hap-
pening in the Middle East to Chris-
tians, Yazidis, and others to be geno-
cide. 

I am extraordinarily proud of this 
body for speaking clearly, for speaking 
factually, and for speaking about this 
grave injustice that is happening to so 
many ancient faith traditions. 

This is a grave injustice, and it is an 
assault to human dignity. This grave 
injustice is a threat to civilization 
itself when one group of persons, name-
ly, ISIS, can systematically target an-
other group of persons because of their 
faith. 

That destroys the very basis for 
international order, tranquility among 
people, and for civilization itself. That 
is why what we did tonight in speaking 
so clearly and rising above differences 
in a unanimous fashion is so extraor-
dinary. 

I owe an extreme debt of gratitude to 
my colleague, ANNA ESHOO from Cali-
fornia. ANNA has been a stalwart leader 
in this effort. Her own ethnic back-
ground is Chaldean. She has an inti-
mate familiarity with the Middle East 
and the suffering of this group of peo-
ple. 

ANNA has led Congress on her side of 
the aisle and my side of the aisle, in 
partnership with me, to continue to try 
to confront the scandal of silence, the 
indifference toward what is happening 
to these ancient faith traditions that 
have as much a right to be in their an-
cestral homeland as anyone else. 

In June of 2014, in the Iraqi city of 
Mosul, there was an eerie silence one 
morning. For the first time in two mil-
lennia, the church bells didn’t ring. 

Mosul is one of those diverse cities in 
the Middle East. It had a rich tapestry, 
a vibrancy of various faith traditions: 
Christians, Yazidis, Muslims. 

There were differences of religious 
perspectives, sometimes tension, but 
they found a way to continue to con-
tribute an interdependency toward the 
well-being of that community. 

They were invaded by eighth century 
barbarians with 21st century weaponry: 
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ISIS. The Christians who were there 
were told to leave, convert, or die by 
the sword. 

Many fled with just what was on 
their back. The remaining Christians 
in the homes had this painted on their 
door. This is the Arabic symbol for the 
letter N. 

It stands for Nazarene, which is a de-
rogatory term used by some in the 
Middle East to describe the Christians. 
This was painted on their door as a 
sign that it was time for them to go or 
they would die, except it wasn’t paint-
ed in nice gold like this. It was painted 
blood red. 

We have so many tragedies and dif-
ficulties facing humanity, we can 
sometimes become numb to the vio-
lence that is happening in so many 
places in the world because it is over-
whelming. 

But when you have one group of peo-
ple who has extreme disregard for that 
sacred space of humanity, for that sa-
cred space of conscience and individual 
rights that are expressed in religious 
freedom, you not only have a threat to 
a group of people far away, but you 
have a threat to the underpinnings of 
civilization itself. 

I happened to be in the room when 
Pope Francis was given a small Chris-
tian cross, a crucifix. This cross had 
belonged to a young Syrian man. He 
had been captured by the jihadists. 

He was told: Convert or die. So he 
chose. He chose his ancient faith tradi-
tion. He chose Christ. He was beheaded. 
His mother was somehow able to re-
cover his body and this cross and bury 
him. She fled and came to Austria. 
Through this means, the small cross 
came into the possession of the Holy 
Father. 

This is not an isolated story. It has 
happened over and over and over again, 
as persons who were denied their life or 
denied the very conditions for life and 
they had to flee. This is called geno-
cide. 

The International Association of 
Genocide Scholars, the prestigious aca-
demic body, has labeled this genocide. 
Genocide Watch has called this geno-
cide. The Yazidi international commu-
nity has labeled this a genocide. Pope 
Francis has said so. Presidential can-
didates on both sides of the aisle have 
said so. Now the House of Representa-
tives has declared it so as well. 

I live in Lincoln, Nebraska, and I am 
privileged to represent the largest 
Yazidi community in America. It is not 
a community that I have gotten to 
know just recently because of all the 
difficulties that they have had. We 
have worked with them for many, 
many years. 

Many of these Yazidi families were 
translators for the United States Army 
during the height of the Iraq war. Be-
cause of that, this body, by law, gave 
them special citizenship options to live 
here in America, and many settled in 
Lincoln, Nebraska. 

About a year and a half ago, a num-
ber of young men in the Yazidi commu-

nity came to see me. They were on the 
verge of tears. 

They spoke passionately, even an-
grily—and I don’t blame them for being 
angry—Congressman, do something. 
Our mothers, our sisters, our families, 
are trapped in Sinjar and ISIS is com-
ing for them. We don’t have the capac-
ity to stop them. Help us. You are the 
only ones who can. Help us. Please, do 
something. There is no more time. 

The Yazidi community also took its 
case to Washington. Around the same 
time a resolution that was led by my 
good friend, Congressman VARGAS, who 
will speak momentarily, and passed by 
us in the House of Representatives, 
which called for international humani-
tarian assistance in northern Iraq for 
the besieged people, laid some of the 
groundwork, which was a very pruden-
tial decision—and I commend Presi-
dent Obama for it—to stopping what 
was certain to be a slaughter on Mount 
Sinjar, saving the remnants of the 
Yazidi people who were still there. 

So today we, as a body, are calling 
upon the international community as 
well as the fullness of our own govern-
ment to act and to call this genocide. 

This is one of those Yazidi trans-
lators. His name is Omar. Again, he 
gained his citizenship because he was 
so sacrificially helpful to us during the 
height of the Iraq war. He has lost 36 
family members of the Yazidi commu-
nity to the violence. 

He recently went back to the liber-
ated areas of Sinjar and saw the 
bombed remains of the ancient Chris-
tian church here. He took it upon him-
self—a Yazidi man that does not share 
the Christian tradition—to put a make-
shift cross over the site where the 
Christians previously lived. 

Why is this genocide designation im-
portant? It is just to Omar and his fam-
ily. It is just to the Christians who died 
or had to flee. It is just to the other 
people who are under severe persecu-
tion. By the way, I should note that 
the people who have been killed the 
most by ISIL are innocent Muslims. 

The genocide declaration, though, de-
clares that there is a systematic at-
tempt to exterminate this ancient 
faith tradition of the Christians, 
Yazidis, and others. 

What it means is we are helping set 
the preconditions, if you will, for when 
there is, hopefully, a real security set-
tlement in northern Iraq and in Syria 
and in other places and that the Chris-
tians, Yazidis, and others are fully in-
tegrated back into their ancient home-
land and given fullness of rights as citi-
zens, given fullness of protection and 
process, full integration into their own 
governance structures. 

b 1930 

By raising this banner tonight, I 
think we have done something good. It 
is a word, but it is a powerful word. 

In 2004, Colin Powell, then-Secretary 
of State, came to the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, and he declared 
there what was happening in Darfur to 

be a genocide. In doing so, it helped put 
an end to that grim reality. 

So today the House has spoken, and I 
am proud that we have done so in a 
transpartisan manner, with unanimity. 
What I hope this does is, again, elevate 
international consciousness, calling 
upon the responsible communities of 
the world to seek out constructive, cre-
ative ways to help stop the violence, to 
help stop the persecution, to push for 
the right type of security arrange-
ments that will restore what was once 
the rich tapestry of diversity of per-
spectives and beliefs in the Middle 
East. 

Without that, I have little hope. But 
with this, and the return of persons 
like Omar and others who respect dif-
ferences, who have true friendships, 
who are willing to sacrifice for their 
deep beliefs, these are the nobility of 
values that the ancient traditions can 
bring back to their shattered home-
land; and that is why it is so important 
that we acted today. 

Mr. Speaker, let me turn to, again, 
my good friend from California (Ms. 
ESHOO), who has worked tirelessly on 
this resolution and wants to share her 
thoughts as well tonight. 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend, the gentleman from Nebraska, 
the very distinguished Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY. I thank him for his words and 
for his magnificent remarks here on 
the floor this evening. We obviously 
share the same sentiments. 

I think if anyone is tuned in this 
evening for what we call a Special 
Order, the Congress is not really held 
in great regard today, but there is on a 
day-to-day basis for so many of us a 
discovery of deep friendship that is cre-
ated, that comes about because we 
work so closely together on something 
that binds us, where we have not only 
common ground, but the deep, deep 
values of our country that are embed-
ded in us and everyone here, people 
across the country, and that we get to 
work on it together. 

Congressman FORTENBERRY is my 
brother, and I thank him. I thank him 
from the bottom of my heart for the 
values that he has expressed, the work 
that he has put into this, and what it 
means to the people that we are speak-
ing for. 

This resolution expresses the sense of 
the Congress that the atrocities that 
are being perpetrated by ISIS, they 
constitute war crimes, and they are 
genocide against religious and ethnic 
minorities in Iraq and Syria and 
throughout the region. 

Now, over the past decade we have 
really witnessed an acceleration. It 
started when there was the invasion of 
Iraq, but it has heightened as the years 
have gone on. And now the assault on 
Christians and other religious minori-
ties, particularly by ISIS, has moved to 
a level of barbarism that we read about 
in the history books, and is taking 
place, imagine, in the 21st century. 

It has included the torture and the 
murder of thousands, the displacement 
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of millions, including Assyrians, 
Chaldeans, Syriacs, Armenians, 
Turkmen, Sabea-Mandeans, Kaka‘e, 
Amalekites, and the Yazidis that Mr. 
FORTENBERRY has spoken to and rep-
resents so magnificently. These are 
families that are being torn apart, fa-
thers and sons being executed, mothers 
and daughters being enslaved and 
raped. 

The USA Today columnist, Kirsten 
Powers, painted a very vivid picture 
when she wrote in December of last 
year: 

In October, Islamic State militants in 
Syria demanded that two Christian women 
and six men convert to Islam. When they re-
fused, the women were publicly raped, and 
then beheaded along with the men. On the 
same day, militants cut off the fingertips of 
a 12-year old boy in an attempt to force his 
Christian father to convert. When his father 
refused, they were brutalized and they were 
both crucified. 

Today, there are fewer than 500 
Christians remaining in Iraq, down 
from as many as 1.5 million in 2003. 

Now, the United Nations has written, 
come up with a definition some time 
ago of what genocide actually is: 

Any of the following acts committed with 
an intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a 
national, ethnical, racial or religious group, 
as such: killing members of the group; caus-
ing serious bodily or mental harm to mem-
bers of the group; deliberately inflicting on 
the group conditions of life calculated to 
bring about its physical destruction, in 
whole or in part; imposing measures in-
tended to prevent births within the group; 
and forcibly transferring children of the 
group to another group. 

This is genocide, and this is what is 
actually taking place today. Despite 
the persecution of these hundreds of 
thousands of religious minorities, the 
United States has not spoken out; but 
tonight the United States House of 
Representatives has. And this is a sem-
inal moment for the House to have 
taken this on and to express unani-
mously that this is genocide. 

There are many things that we have 
worked on together, as members of, 
and other members as well, of the 
House Religious Minority Caucus; hu-
manitarian aid, protection, faster ref-
ugee processing for these vulnerable 
communities, and an official statement 
by the Congress. Tonight that hap-
pened. We have labeled these atrocities 
for what they are, genocide. 

I think that Congressman FORTEN-
BERRY has stated in a most eloquent 
way why this is important. 

First of all, this is one of the great 
values of our country, one of the great, 
great values of our country, where we 
recognize religions of people of all reli-
gious backgrounds. 

Our Constitution, in just a few words, 
in just a few words, I believe, has pre-
vented bloodshed, whereas in other 
places, it takes place. 

It is as deeply meaningful to me as a 
first-generation American, the only 
Member of the entire Congress that is 
of Assyrian and Armenian descent. 
This is a repeat of history of my fam-
ily. It is why I am a first-generation 

American, because my grandparents 
fled, both sides of my family, the Ar-
menian side and the Assyrian side, for 
this very reason, because they were 
being hunted down and persecuted be-
cause they were Christians. 

We know that a century ago the 
world witnessed—but the House and 
the Congress is still silent on this, and 
we have to address that, too—when the 
Ottoman Empire rounded up and mur-
dered Armenians, Greeks, and other 
minorities in Constantinople. By 1923, 
there were some 1.5 million women, 
children, and men who were lost. It was 
a systematic campaign that we now 
know as and call the Armenian Geno-
cide. 

So for those in my family who told 
the stories, my grandparents, my par-
ents, this is, for me, a bittersweet 
evening. But I think that they are all 
proud, those who have been called to 
God, and those who are still with us, 
that the United States House of Rep-
resentatives is calling this out for what 
it is. 

It matters when the United States 
speaks. Our voices collectively, this 
evening, are going to echo around the 
world; and the stability, as Congress-
man FORTENBERRY spoke to, of these 
minority communities, have really 
been the glue that have held these an-
cient communities together for so long. 

I, too, share the hope and pray for 
the day that there will be peace in the 
region and that they will be recognized 
and honored in their communities, on 
the lands, these ancient lands, with 
their ancient faiths. I think that is the 
collective hope of all of us. The sta-
bility and, I think, the cultural iden-
tity of the Middle East depends on this. 

The United States has always cham-
pioned human rights, basic human 
rights, and civil and religious liberties, 
both at home and abroad. Whenever we 
go abroad, those are the issues that we 
raise with whomever we are meeting 
with. I think that these are our most 
cherished values and, I think, Amer-
ica’s greatest export. 

During his trip to South America in 
July of 2015, Pope Francis called for an 
end to this genocide of Christians in 
the Middle East, saying, ‘‘In this third 
world war which we are now experi-
encing, a form of genocide is taking 
place, and it must end.’’ 

I think his voice spoke, obviously, for 
the voiceless. 

Bishop Demetrios of Mokissos, the 
Chancellor of the Greek Orthodox 
Church of Chicago, recently wrote in 
the Wall Street Journal the following: 

‘‘It may seem like we in the United 
States have little ability to change 
conditions in the Middle East and else-
where. But that outlook has too often 
led to inaction and great regret after 
crimes against humanity have been al-
lowed to unfold without intervention. 
The United States and other members 
of the U.N. made a solemn vow in 2005 
with the passage of the Responsibility 
to Protect, a response to crimes 
against humanity. With genocide oc-

curring before our very eyes, we must 
properly identify the crimes and honor 
our international commitment under 
the Responsibility to Protect.’’ 

So, Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, 
with the words of Pope Francis, Bishop 
Demetrios, countless advocates across 
our country and around the world, and 
the 203 bipartisan cosponsors of this 
resolution, and the voice of the entire 
House, unanimous vote this evening of 
this resolution, I am very proud. 

I am very proud and I am lastingly 
grateful to be a part of this body that 
has spoken as one on this issue of enor-
mous import and morality because we, 
tonight, have let it be known to the 
world that this is, in fact, the horror of 
genocide that is taking place in the 
Middle East. 

Again, it is a moment of great pride 
to me, certainly to my family and to 
people, not only my own people, but to 
those across the United States, the re-
ligious leaders of all faiths that have 
spoken out. 

This tonight, the evening of March 
14, 2016, will live on and historians will 
record that we indeed did the right 
thing. 

So I thank you all. 

b 1945 

Historians will record that we indeed 
did the right thing. So I thank you all. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I thank the 
gentlewoman for your impactful, im-
portant, heartfelt, and beautiful words 
of sympathy and compassion, but also 
for your action. 

What you said, particularly regard-
ing not only respecting the ancient 
faith traditions, but honoring them in 
their native lands, ought to be what we 
are all striving for. So I thank you for 
your beautiful statements. 

Now I would like to turn to my friend 
and colleague, Congressman TRENT 
FRANKS, a Congressman from Arizona 
who, again, has been a stalwart leader 
on all types of assaults to human dig-
nity as they manifest themselves in so 
many difficult ways across the spec-
trum of life. So I am grateful for your 
friendship and for your leadership as 
well. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman. I thank 
Congressman FORTENBERRY especially 
for his leadership and courage on this 
issue. I thank Congresswoman ESHOO 
not only for her personal courage, but 
just for the perspective that she brings 
to this House given her ancestors and 
the family history that she has with 
some of the challenges that are so par-
allel to what we are talking about to-
night. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the United 
States of America has been the great-
est national force for good the world 
has ever known. Our Nation has made 
sacrifices to the extreme to extinguish 
some of the worst evils that have 
plagued humanity across the decades. I 
am honored to stand here with my col-
leagues who have led this fight to call 
the Islamic States’ insidious campaign 
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of terror against Christians, Yazidis, 
and other religious communities what 
it is: genocide. 

For months, noble organizations like 
the Knights of Columbus and countless 
valiant individuals have worked tire-
lessly to document evidence of geno-
cide against ancient faith communities 
in Iraq and Syria. Hundreds of pages 
containing accounts of massacres, un-
imaginable brutality, and uncovered 
mass graves have been delivered to 
world leaders, including the Obama ad-
ministration, in an effort to condemn 
ISIS violence as the genocide that it 
most certainly is. 

Recognition of genocide with the pas-
sage of H. Con. Res. 75 is due in large 
part to the conviction and commit-
ment of these organizations and indi-
viduals—and for that humanity owes 
them great and profound gratitude. Yet 
today, despite all of the overwhelming 
evidence, this administration remains 
stunningly silent. 

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded of the 
words of Dietrich Bonhoeffer, a Ger-
man Lutheran pastor and anti-Nazi dis-
sident, who said: ‘‘Silence in the face of 
evil is evil itself: God will not hold us 
guiltless. Not to speak is to speak. Not 
to act is to act.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we are now witness to 
some of the most glaring and brutal at-
tacks against the universal human 
right of religious freedom in history. 
ISIS has been the very face of evil. We 
have seen hundreds of thousands of ci-
vilians flee the land of their spiritual 
heritage. We have seen mass executions 
and beheadings. We have seen the de-
struction of ancient places of worship 
and sacred sites. We have seen women 
and children assaulted and sold as com-
modities in a modern-day slave mar-
ket—sometimes little girls for as little 
as 50 cents. 

We have seen the Islamic State dese-
crate, violate, humiliate, and strip in-
nocent men, women, and children of 
their God-given human dignity. And 
why? Because there is no place for 
Christians, Yazidis, and other religious 
communities in the Islamic State’s 
self-proclaimed caliphate. The message 
of this metastasizing cancer is clear: 
those who do not conform to their ab-
horrent ideology will be destroyed. 

Mr. Speaker, this administration has 
been fully aware that Christians, 
Yazidis, and other religious commu-
nities have been subjected to the most 
extreme kind of brutality and barbaric 
attacks. The Islamic State has publicly 
declared their intent to annihilate 
those who do not submit to their ca-
liphate, stating, ‘‘it will continue to 
wage war against the apostates until 
they repent from apostasy. It will con-
tinue to wage war against the pagans 
until they accept Islam.’’ Mr. Speaker, 
justice demands that this be con-
demned as genocide. 

Today, the cries of the innocent 
should compel us to act. Refusal to ac-
knowledge and specifically name Chris-
tians, Yazidis, and other religious com-
munities in a designation of genocide 

would be one of the more disgraceful 
chapters in the Obama administra-
tion’s shameful and abhorrent response 
to the insidious evil of the Islamic 
State. 

The conspicuous silence of this ad-
ministration and its failure to act deci-
sively not only has the gravest of im-
plications for thousands of innocent 
fellow human beings, but it also sends 
a message to the world that the United 
States of America, which has long 
served as an impetus for freedom and 
justice, has either lost the moral con-
viction to defend the lives of the inno-
cent or the political will to crush the 
evil that desecrates them. 

Not to speak is to speak, Mr. Speak-
er. Not to act is to act, Mr. Speaker. 
And the world is watching what we 
will—or, shamefully, will not—say or 
do. 

Mr. Speaker, I would adjure the 
President of the United States and Sec-
retary Kerry not to callously continue 
to stand by in silence and let this evil 
relentlessly proceed. 

With that, I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. I thank my 

friend, Congressman FRANKS of Ari-
zona, for his powerful statement. Not 
to speak is to speak. Of all people in 
the body, I think that is a marked trib-
ute to the Congressman who has 
worked tirelessly and spoken out on 
behalf of the protection of innocent 
persons. 

Now I want to turn to my good 
friend, Congressman JUAN VARGAS 
from California, who as well has helped 
in an extraordinary way to further not 
only this cause, but, again, trying to 
elevate the nobility of the ideal that 
we should all be united in mind, heart, 
and spirit if we are going to be persons 
who respect the rules of law, the stand-
ards for international order, or, more 
basically, our need for one another. 

I am so grateful for your willingness 
to speak out on a whole host of issues, 
and thank you for coming tonight, 
Congressman VARGAS. 

Mr. VARGAS. Thank you, very 
much, Congressman FORTENBERRY, and 
also ANNA ESHOO for your courage to 
come forward and for your words today 
and for your powerful words that you 
gave a moment ago to call genocide 
what it is: genocide, what we are seeing 
with Christians in particular, Yazidis, 
and others. So, again, thank you very 
much for allowing me to speak today. 

I would also like to congratulate 
both of you on the passage of H. Con. 
Res. 75, which expresses the sense of 
Congress that the atrocities per-
petrated by ISIS against religious and 
ethnic minorities are indeed, as I said, 
genocide, crimes against humanity. I 
sincerely hope that the Obama admin-
istration will see the bipartisan show 
of support for this timely resolution as 
an impetus to clearly and forthrightly 
declare these acts genocide, because 
that is what they are. So I am hoping 
that they take action. 

Around the world, political and reli-
gious leaders have spoken out to con-

demn ISIS’ acts of raping, kidnapping, 
torturing, and killing of Christians, 
Yazidis, Shias, Turkmens, and other 
religious minorities. 

German Chancellor Angela Merkel, 
the European Parliament, the 
Kurdistan Regional Government, and 
His Holiness, Pope Francis have called 
these actions by their proper name: 
genocide—genocide. 

I would like to echo the words of 
Pope Francis, who eloquently stated: 
‘‘Our brothers are being persecuted, 
chased away, they are forced to leave 
their homes without being able to take 
anything with them. I assure these 
families that I am close to them and in 
constant prayer. I know how much you 
are suffering; I know that you are 
being stripped of everything.’’ 

It has almost been 2 years since the 
fall of Mosul, when ISIS warned reli-
gious minorities living under its juris-
diction to either convert to Islam, pay 
a cumbersome religious tax, or be exe-
cuted. I won’t go through all the atro-
cious acts that they have committed. I 
think that they were spoken of already 
here in a very dramatic way. Again, 
they did what they said they were 
going to do; and that is ISIS said that, 
if you didn’t leave, if you didn’t con-
vert, you would be executed. That is, in 
fact, what they have done in the most 
horrific way. 

We have to act. It is time for us to 
act. I believe that this mass exodus 
represents the largest forced displace-
ment in the Middle East since the Ar-
menian genocide in Turkey 100 years 
ago. 

A genocide, known as the crime of 
crimes, has both legal and moral impli-
cations under both Federal and inter-
national law. This means that if a 
genocide is declared, it will demand 
American leadership and resources to 
prevent and punish the ongoing assault 
of Christians, Yazidis, and other reli-
gious minorities that are targeted for 
extinction. 

While I applaud the various actions 
and commitments the Obama adminis-
tration has made to alleviate the suf-
fering of thousands of victims of ISIS, 
I strongly and firmly believe we can, 
we should, and we must do more. 

History is full of examples of leaders 
who opposed these mass atrocities in 
abstraction but similarly opposed any 
action in the moment. I call on Presi-
dent Obama and Secretary Kerry to 
take the first step in firmly calling 
this egregious situation a genocide. It 
is past time to speak the truth to 
power and not to mince any words, and 
we shouldn’t mince any words. 

Lastly, I would say this. This has 
been a bipartisan effort. I did have the 
opportunity to travel to Erbil with 
Congress Members DARRELL ISSA and 
JOHN MICA. We were able to talk to vic-
tims there of this horrific genocide, 
and we were able to talk to the Kurds 
who were, in fact, helping dramati-
cally, many of them losing their own 
lives because they wanted to protect 
Christians and Yazidis. 
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We have to do more. Unfortunately, 

we probably won’t get much informa-
tion. Maybe if I went over and punched 
my good friend JEFF—out of love, of 
course, brother—maybe we could get 
some attention to this matter. But we 
have to shout out, and we have to get 
the attention of the administration. 
We have to do something. We have to 
do something because this is genocide, 
and we just can’t sit idly by. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I want to 
thank my good friend, Congressman 
VARGAS, for your impactful words. If it 
does take your coming over here to 
punch me, come on, let’s go, because 
that is worth it. 

I want to also reiterate something I 
mentioned earlier. It was your resolu-
tion that called for an international 
humanitarian intervention that I feel 
created the environment, the condi-
tion, which was empowering to the 
Obama administration to intervene on 
behalf of the Yazidis trapped on Mount 
Sinjar. That is an overlooked fact and 
consideration around here. But I am 
glad to say it, and I want to thank you 
for calling as well, urging the adminis-
tration to act in this regard. You have 
the moral authority to do so. 

I know Secretary Kerry has sym-
pathies in this regard, but just like the 
Yazidis when they were trapped on the 
mountain, to wait in the face of clear 
facts is to potentially not only lose 
time, but to lose lives and lose the op-
tion for, again, setting the pre-
conditions for reintegration of these 
ancient faith traditions back into their 
ancestral homelands. So I thank you 
for your good words. 

Now I want to turn to my good friend 
Congressman SEAN DUFFY from Wis-
consin, an outspoken man of the House 
who has not been afraid to confront, as 
well, the various problems facing hu-
manity and the assaults on human dig-
nity as they have manifested them-
selves and fractured our society and so 
many others in so many ways. So I 
thank you, Congressman DUFFY. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s yielding, and I 
am grateful for all of your work, Con-
gressman FORTENBERRY, Congressman 
VARGAS, and Congresswoman ESHOO. 

Sometimes people look at this House 
and think that all we do is fight and 
disagree. I am not going to talk about 
you two punching each other to get a 
little more press, but it is a remark-
able night when we all come together 
and stand together on such an impor-
tant issue as this, where we all lend our 
voices to an incredibly important 
cause. 

We spent a lot of time tonight talk-
ing about the atrocities, and I am 
going to join in because we can’t say 
enough all that has happened. 

Two million Christians called Iraq 
home prior to 2013. Fewer than 300,000 
reside there today. Many were victims 
of killing or kidnappings, others forced 
to leave their homes by radicals, al 
Qaeda or ISIS. 

In Syria, Christians accounted for 10 
percent of the population, but today 

their numbers have declined to less 
than 1 million. Last summer, ISIS kid-
napped nearly 300 Christians in a Syr-
ian village and then later ransomed 
them back to their families for an av-
erage of $100,000 per person. 

When ISIS invaded Mosul, Iraq, in 
2013, as Mr. FORTENBERRY mentioned, 
they tagged Christian homes with an N 
for Nazarene, and then they gave the 
occupants a choice: you can convert, 
you can flee, or you would face death. 
In July of 2014, ISIS announced that 
the city, no doubt, was Christian-free— 
no surprise. 

In 2014, August, a woman from 
Bartella, Iraq, recounted the night that 
ISIS came into her village and then 
into her home and accused her of put-
ting gold coins in her 11-month-old 
baby’s diaper. So they took her baby, 
threw her baby on the couch, beat her 
baby, and threw her up against the 
wall. Eventually, they let her leave, 
but they kept her husband and made 
him convert. 

In February of 2015, ISIS slaughtered 
21 Coptic Christians on a Libyan beach, 
pointing them towards Rome, and pro-
claimed this message: ‘‘Signed with 
blood to the nation of the cross.’’ 

In March of 2016, this month, four 
nuns, members of the Missionaries of 
Charity, founded by the late Mother 
Teresa of Calcutta, were executed by 
gunmen in Yemen. 

b 2000 
Their crime? They were caring for 

the elderly and the disabled. Pope 
Francis called them today’s martyrs. 

Just yesterday gunmen stormed 
three hotels on the Ivory Coast. Among 
the 18 people who were killed was a 5- 
year-old boy—a 5-year-old boy—who 
was shot in the head. But eyewitnesses 
report that the friend who was with 
him was spared his life because he was 
able to recite a Muslim prayer. 

Mr. Speaker, these are hardly iso-
lated incidents. As we have talked 
about tonight, this is genocide. The 
Knights of Columbus submitted a 280- 
page report chronicling the persecution 
of Christians by the Islamic State to 
the State Department this week. 

The leader of ISIS recently released a 
video that made very clear their intent 
to destroy Christians throughout what-
ever means possible. He said: 

The co-existence of Christians and Jews is 
impossible, according to the Koran. 

I don’t think we have to scratch our 
heads and ask ourselves what is hap-
pening in Iraq and Syria. Pope Francis 
recently condemned the wholesale 
slaughter of Christians by ISIS, saying 
that entire Christian families and vil-
lages are being completely extermi-
nated. 

I look at this House tonight and I am 
proud that we have so many men and 
women who are willing to stand up and 
lend their voice to this great cause. 

We have a reputation in America as 
being a beacon of light, men and 
women who stand up for freedom, bet-
ter known as freedom fighters, freedom 
of life, freedom of religion. 

When there are atrocities in the 
world, we stand up and lend a voice to 
those who are being persecuted, those 
who are downtrodden. 

I am disappointed that the President 
has been unwilling to join this House 
and call the atrocities in Syria and 
Iraq a genocide. The first step to mak-
ing sure this ends is that we speak the 
truth about what is actually hap-
pening. 

Hopefully, if the President is watch-
ing tonight, he will see that we have 
both Republicans and Democrats who 
agree on this very important issue. 
Hopefully, he will join us and take that 
first step to shedding light on what is 
happening in Iraq and Syria. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY, I commend you 
for your good efforts on this very im-
portant issue. I am proud to stand with 
you and the rest of this Chamber to 
make sure those who might not know 
that people care about them as they 
are going through pain and anguish— 
we hear about the sex slaves, young lit-
tle girls who are held captive, little 
Christian and Yazidi girls—that they 
know that people hear them, people 
care about them, and people are doing 
here in America all we can to help 
them out of this crisis. Thank you for 
your work. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Thank you for 
your powerful words, Congressman 
DUFFY. The report that you mentioned 
is right here. Again, it is a 280-page re-
port submitted to the State Depart-
ment just recently. 

The cover shows that moment where 
these Coptic Christians from Egypt, 
who are guilty only of the crime of 
going to Libya to try to work and earn 
enough money to sustain their fami-
lies, were captured by ISIS and then 
beheaded. 

This report lays out the facts. It is 
not the opinion of the House of Rep-
resentatives. It is not my opinion or 
yours. The fact is that this is a geno-
cide. 

I am grateful not only to the Knights 
of Columbus and the organization 
called In Defense of Christians for pro-
ducing this, but it basically is a thor-
ough documentation of what has hap-
pened that adds further credibility to 
what we already know and so many 
people around the world have called 
genocide. 

Thank you very much. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-

woman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK), 
my good friend. 

Thank you for being here tonight. 
Mrs. BLACK. I thank you, Mr. FOR-

TENBERRY, for bringing us together to 
talk about a most serious topic, one 
that goes to our heart and makes us so 
sad for what is happening to these re-
markable people who stand up for their 
faith. 

Mr. Speaker, just today the Associ-
ated Press reported that President 
Obama would likely miss the March 17 
deadline established by Congress for 
his administration to determine wheth-
er or not ISIS has committed genocide. 
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This is unfathomable. How long does 

it take for this President to call a 
spade a spade and declare what Ameri-
cans already know to be true? 

This isn’t hard. ISIS is evil. They 
have engaged in systematic persecu-
tion and mass killing of Christians and 
other religious and ethnic minorities 
throughout the Middle East. 

The United States has a moral re-
sponsibility to lead in the fight against 
ISIS, but we can’t defeat a threat that 
we refuse to acknowledge exists. 

I am proud to participate in tonight’s 
Special Order and to support Congress-
man FORTENBERRY’s resolution because 
we need to go on RECORD and declare 
the belief of crisis that ISIS has with-
out a doubt committed genocide and 
must be dealt with accordingly. 

Mr. Speaker, we in the United States 
cannot turn a blind eye when our 
brothers and sisters around the world 
are murdered, tortured, and kidnapped 
for their faith. 

It is long past time to dispense with 
this hyper-political correctness and to 
call these heinous acts by their true 
name. These are crimes against hu-
manity. Stopping the violence starts 
with acknowledging this truth. 

I thank Congressman FORTENBERRY 
for his leadership on this much-needed 
resolution. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Thank you, 
Congresswoman BLACK, for your lead-
ership not only on this issue, but so 
many others. 

We often are in very important eco-
nomic debates, debates about finances 
and debates about roads. Not often 
enough, perhaps, do we go to the core 
of the reason for which exists a coun-
try and its laws, namely, to protect 
human dignity. I want to thank you for 
your leadership in this regard. Thank 
you so much. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS), my 
good friend, for his good words. 

Let me again thank you for your 
leadership. Your consistency and the 
continuity in which you apply your 
principles is very noble and uplifting to 
me. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. I want to thank my 
friend, Congressman FORTENBERRY, for 
the steadfast witness that you have 
given to this cause and other causes of 
human dignity and to call us together 
again after this historic House vote 
today where the House stands in soli-
darity with the suffering victims of the 
Middle East. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to condemn in no 
uncertain terms the slaughter of Mid-
dle Eastern Christians and other reli-
gious minorities in Iraq, Syria, and the 
region held by ISIS. 

These are crimes against humanity 
and acts of genocide. Everyone should 
denounce this senseless brutality. The 
United States and the United Nations 
should officially recognize the mass 
murder of Christians and other reli-
gious minorities in the Middle East as 
acts of genocide. 

We do not hear about this massacre 
often enough from the media. While 

many Americans may never have met 
someone from the Middle East, we are 
all part of the same human family. 
Christians in America may be set apart 
from our brothers and sisters in the 
Middle East geographically, but we 
worship the same God and are con-
nected in our humanity. 

We owe these suffering men, women, 
and children the greatest reverence and 
gratitude for their fortitude as they en-
dure killings, displacement from their 
homes, forced migration, sexual exploi-
tation, destruction of their property, 
and endure bodily and mental harm. 

We must not remain silent as we live 
in the comfort of a Nation where our 
liberties are protected by the law and 
our culture, to a much greater degree, 
permits us to peacefully live out our 
faith. 

I recall the words from 2001 of Pope 
John Paul II, Bishop of Rome, and His 
Holiness Karekin II, the Supreme Pa-
triarch of all Armenians, as they com-
memorated the sacrifices of the Arme-
nian Christians who were also brutal-
ized by genocide for their faith: 

Endowed with great faith, they chose to 
bear witness to the truth and accept death 
when necessary in order to share eternal life. 

The most valuable treasure that one gen-
eration could bequeath to the next was fidel-
ity to the gospel so that the young would be-
come as resolute to their ancestors in bear-
ing witness to the truth. 

The extermination of a million and a half 
Armenian Christians in what is generally re-
ferred to as the first genocide of the 20th 
century and the subsequent annihilation of 
thousands under the former totalitarian re-
gime are tragedies that still live in the mem-
ory of the present-day generation. 

Fifteen years later their words still 
ring true as entire communities of 
Christians and other religious minori-
ties are ravaged by genocide and reli-
gious persecution in the Middle East. 

This persecution at the hands of ISIS 
is so horrific that, as Pope Francis and 
Patriarch Kirill said last month in a 
joint statement: 

Whole families, villages, and cities of our 
brothers and sisters in Christ are being com-
pletely exterminated. 

It is intolerable to remain silent and 
turn a blind eye. Silence and the fail-
ure to accurately identify not some, 
but all, of the victims of this genocide 
condemns these innocent people to a 
future of continued brutality, destruc-
tion, isolation, and genocide. 

All religious minorities in the Middle 
East deserve religious freedom and the 
ability to live peacefully within their 
communities, as they have done for 
centuries. We will continue to stand in 
solidarity with them and to denounce 
the war crimes and genocide being 
committed against the law. 

I want to end with two words, Mr. 
Speaker, two words: moral clarity. 
This is the time, Mr. Speaker, for 
moral clarity. Today this House spoke. 
The whole world now watches. We need 
the administration to speak. 

I thank my friend. 
Mr. FORTENBERRY. Thank you, 

Congressman ROTHFUS, for your power-

ful words, and thank you for reminding 
us that this is about the essence of 
what it means to be human, to stand in 
solidarity with people far, far away 
who we may never know, but whose 
fate and our fate should be intertwined 
because of our mutual concern not only 
for one another from the heart, but 
also for the structures that give rise to 
essential principles, such as religious 
liberty. Thank you for your good 
words. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. COMSTOCK), 
my good friend. 

Thank you for your tireless efforts as 
well on this resolution. Behind the 
scenes you have worked very aggres-
sively in this regard. 

While it has been stated clearly that 
ANNA ESHOO and I led this, nonetheless, 
your work in compelling Members to 
be involved in this question and raising 
consciousness has been invaluable. 
Thank you so much. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I thank him 
for his very important work on this 
vital issue of religious freedom. 

I know how closely you worked with 
my predecessor, Congressman Frank 
Wolf, who continues this fight for reli-
gious freedom now in his retirement 
from Congress, but his very active 
work that continues on this important 
issue. 

I rise to recognize the ongoing strug-
gle for human and religious rights in 
the Middle East and call on the admin-
istration to make a genocide designa-
tion for the war crimes committed by 
ISIS against the Christians and other 
religious and ethnic groups. 

We had the resolution that we passed 
tonight, and I thank all of my col-
leagues for that unanimous vote that 
really should speak to the entire coun-
try, but also to the entire world, to ev-
erybody who is asking: When is there 
going to be help? When are people 
going to hear our cries of anguish? 

This resolution had over 200 cospon-
sors, which I was proud to join the gen-
tleman and so many of my colleagues 
here tonight and express the sense of 
Congress that those who commit or 
support atrocities against Christians, 
Yazidis, Kurds, and other religious mi-
norities in the region and those who 
target them specifically for ethnic or 
religious reasons are committing war 
crimes, crimes against humanity and 
genocide. 

ISIS has beheaded young children, 
raped young girls, and systematically 
slaughtered people just because of the 
religion they practice. 

This is 2016. I remember as a young 
girl in Catholic school when we would 
study the martyrs and you would think 
about those ancient times and how the 
first Christians had to suffer and be 
martyred like that. 

And then we see four nuns, Sisters of 
Charity, just trying to help the aged, 
the infirm, and they are slaughtered in 
the name of their faith. 

We need to have more people hearing 
about this and focusing on this. At this 
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time when we have so many side shows 
that we see the press covering every 
single day, this is something that they 
need to be dedicating their time and 
their resources to and to be using this 
mass media that we have in so many 
different mediums to get this word out 
and understand these atrocities that 
are going on. 

I commend Time magazine for fea-
turing a young Yazidi woman. I believe 
it was last December. She was named 
Nadia. Her firsthand account was 
chilling, a 21-year-old girl. She testi-
fied what these monsters had done to 
her and her family. 

When she tried to escape and was re-
captured, she recounted her story by 
saying: ‘‘That night, he beat me up’’— 
this was the person who was keeping 
her in slavery—‘‘forced me to undress 
and put me in a room with six mili-
tants. They continued to commit 
crimes to my body until I became un-
conscious.’’ 

b 2015 

She spoke of her niece, who had also 
been kidnapped, who had witnessed a 
woman who was cutting her own 
wrists, trying to kill herself. They 
heard stories of women who jumped 
from bridges. In one house in Mosul, 
where Nadia was kept, an upstairs 
room was smeared with evidence of suf-
fering. ‘‘’There was blood, and there 
were fingerprints of hands with the 
blood on the walls,’ she says. Two 
women had killed themselves there’’ so 
they wouldn’t have to suffer anymore. 

‘‘Nadia never considered ending her 
own life, but she said she wished the 
militants would do it for her. ‘I did not 
want to kill myself’ ’’—of course, her 
faith wouldn’t allow it—‘‘ ‘but I wanted 
them to kill me’ ’’ so she wouldn’t end 
up suffering. 

Now she is out there telling the 
world about this, and we need to listen. 
The European Parliament, the U.S. 
Commission on International Religious 
Freedom, the U.N. High Commissioner 
for Human Rights, and the Iraqi and 
Kurdish Governments all have labeled 
these actions as genocide. Now we in 
the House are on record also. 

These terrorist organizations are not 
only persecuting Christians, but Jews, 
Yazidis, and so many others, as so 
many of my colleagues have discussed 
tonight, they also have killed thou-
sands upon thousands of Muslims who 
refuse to pledge allegiance to their tor-
mentors’ extremist views. 

Last week, the organization of the 
Knights of Columbus in Defense of 
Christians released a detailed, 278-page 
report, as Mr. FORTENBERRY, my col-
league, has outlined. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
the executive summary from the report 
that details the actions that constitute 
genocide. I certainly would rec-
ommend, like the gentleman did, that 
people look at this detailed report, and 
I would ask that the press cover this. 

A REPORT SUBMITTED TO SECRETARY OF 
STATE JOHN KERRY BY THE KNIGHTS OF CO-
LUMBUS AND IN DEFENSE OF CHRISTIANS 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
ISIS is committing genocide—the ‘‘crime 

of crimes’’—against Christians and other re-
ligious groups in Syria, Iraq and Libya. It is 
time for the United States to join the rest of 
the world by naming it and by taking action 
against it as required by law. 

ISIS’ activities are well known. Killings, 
rapes, torture, kidnappings, bombings and 
the destruction of religious property and 
monuments are, in some instances, a matter 
of public record. The European Parliament, 
the United States Commission on Inter-
national Religious Freedom, and the Iraqi 
and Kurdish governments have labeled ISIS’ 
actions genocide. Political leaders, including 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel, former 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, and the 
Office of the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Human Rights—have done like-
wise. 

Indeed, Secretary of State John Kerry in 
August 2014 stated: ‘‘ISIL’s campaign of ter-
ror against the innocent, including Yezidi 
(sic) and Christian minorities, and its gro-
tesque and targeted acts of violence bear all 
the warning signs and hallmarks of geno-
cide.’’ Pope Francis and Cyril, Patriarch of 
Moscow and All Russia, have decried the 
genocide in these countries against Chris-
tians and other religious groups. Most mov-
ingly, archbishops and patriarchs of ancient 
Christian communities in Syria and Iraq 
have spoken out clearly against this crime 
and cried over the blood of their people and 
ISIS’ efforts to rid their homelands forever 
of the Christian faithful. 

None of these declarations of genocide ex-
cluded Christians, who, with the other reli-
gious minorities in the region, have endured 
targeted attacks at the hands of this radical 
group and its affiliates because of their reli-
gious beliefs. 

On February 4, the Knights of Columbus 
co-authored a letter to Secretary Kerry re-
questing a meeting to brief him on evidence 
that established that the situation con-
fronting Christians and other religious mi-
norities constitutes genocide. While there 
has never been an official response to that 
letter, we were contacted by senior State De-
partment officials who requested our assist-
ance in making the case that Christians are 
victims of genocide at the hands of ISIS. 
Given the specificity of the information re-
quested, our focus in this report is on the sit-
uation confronting Christians in areas that 
are or have been under ISIS control, pri-
marily in Iraq, Syria and Libya. 

ISIS has also targeted Yazidis and other 
religious minority groups in a manner con-
sistent with genocide. Thus, our contention 
is not that Christians should be designated 
as the sole group facing genocide, but rather, 
that given the overwhelming evidence and 
the international consensus on this issue, 
that the United States government should 
not exclude Christians from such a finding. 
Doing so would be contrary to fact. The evi-
dence we are presenting to the State Depart-
ment has three major components: 

1. An executive summary 
2. A legal brief detailing the case for geno-

cide against Christians 
3. Substantial addenda, including original 

source material, reports, from NGOs docu-
menting the situation, evidence provided to 
the European Parliament during their con-
sideration of this issue, lists of atrocities, 
and similar data 

A genocide determination requires two spe-
cific aspects: intent on the part of those 
committing genocide and genocidal acts. 
Both are addressed at length in the attached 
brief. 

Genocide is a crime defined by federal stat-
ute and international law. We are asking 
that Christians be included in finding of 
genocide and that a recommendation be 
made for investigation and, in proper cases, 
for indictment of those responsible. This is 
required when there is probable cause to be-
lieve an offense has been committed by the 
accused parties. Probable cause is a low 
standard. When there is probable cause, the 
duties of the President and the Secretary of 
State under 22 U.S.C. § 8213 and the Genocide 
Convention Implementation Act of 1987, 18 
U.S.C. §§ 1091–93 require the collection of in-
formation ‘‘regarding incidents that may 
constitute . . . genocide,’’ 22 U.S.C. § 8213, 
and then the President ‘‘shall consider what 
actions can be taken to ensure that [those] 
who are responsible for . . . genocide . . . are 
brought to account for such crimes in an ap-
propriately constituted tribunal.’’ 28 U.S.C. 
§ 8213(b). 

As in any indictment, a finding of probable 
cause would allow the State Department to 
report to Congress that it believes genocide 
has occurred and to recommend that this be 
proven conclusively through a court process. 

It should also be noted that a finding of 
genocide does not require the killing of an 
entire group. The words of the U.N. Conven-
tion on Genocide and the U.S. statute based 
on it are clear that what is required are acts 
aimed at destroying a group ‘‘in whole or in 
part.’’ Both the drafting history of the U.N. 
Convention and its application by courts 
around the world have rightly shown that de-
struction ‘‘in part’’ is sufficient to a finding 
of genocide. 

Similarly, there is ample precedent for 
finding that forced deportation—often in 
concert with killing, rape and other forms of 
violence—qualifies as genocide. 

As to the issue of intent, it should be noted 
that individual accounts, the collective evi-
dence and ISIS’ own public statements make 
clear that it targets Christians and seeks to 
destroy Christianity in the lands they con-
trol and beyond. 

ISIS’ magazine is called Dabiq, named 
after the place where ISIS believes it will 
win a battle against the army of Rome. It 
routinely refers to Dabiq as the location 
where it will destroy the ‘‘Crusader army,’’ 
an unmistakable Christian reference. The 
magazine last year published a picture of 
Pope Francis, captioning him as ‘‘the cru-
sader pope.’’ Dabiq proclaims ISIS’ intention 
to destroy Christians: 

We will conquer your Rome, break your 
crosses, and enslave your women, by the per-
mission of Allah, the Exalted. This is His 
promise to us; He is glorified and He does not 
fail in His promise. If we do not reach that 
time, then our children and grandchildren 
will reach it, and they will sell your sons as 
slaves at the slave market. 

Finally, this certainty is the one that 
should pulse in the heart of every mujihid 
from the Islamic State and every supporter 
outside until he fights the Roman crusaders 
near Dābiq. 

It has also stated: 
And nothing changes for the Islamic State, 

as it will continue to pronounce takfir [aban-
donment of Islam] upon the Jews, the Chris-
tians, the pagans, and the apostates from the 
Rāfidah, the Nusayriyyah, the Sahwah, and 
the tawāghı̄t [disbelievers]. It will continue 
to wage war against the apostates until they 
repent from apostasy. It will continue to 
wage war against the pagans until they ac-
cept Islam. It will continue to wage war 
against the Jewish state until the Jews hide 
behind their gharqad trees. And it will con-
tinue to wage war against the Christians 
until the truce decreed sometime before the 
Malhamah. Thereafter, the slave markets 
will commence in Rome by Allah’s power and 
might. 
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Elsewhere, Dābiq states ISIS’ desire to tar-

get Christians under any number of ruses. In 
addition, a video released just last month by 
ISIS in Libya states that its adherents 
should ‘‘ ‘Fight and kill them from their 
Great Priest (Tawadros II) to the most pa-
thetic one.’ ’’ A second speaker calls for 
Egyptians to ‘‘ ‘terrorize the Jews and burn 
the slaves of the Cross.’ ’’ 

ISIS statements related to the beheading 
of the Coptic Christians brand Christians as 
‘‘polytheists’’ for their belief in the Trinity, 
making Christians the same as ‘‘pagans’’ in 
their view. 

The plain meaning of these statements, es-
pecially in context, is clear: The so-called 
Caliphate has slated Christianity for de-
struction—now and in an apocalyptic battle 
to come. 

Consistent with its threats have been ISIS’ 
actions. Our fact-finding mission to Iraq ear-
lier this month found stories of rape, kidnap-
ping, forced conversions and murder, in addi-
tion to property confiscation and forced ex-
pulsion. Almost everything we discovered 
has not been previously reported. 

What is publicly known and what our in-
vestigation uncovered is substantial, but it 
has become clear that this still represents 
only the tip of the iceberg. We are now being 
sent new stories and new evidence daily. So 
what is known about ISIS’ genocidal atroc-
ities will only increase, and the known scale 
of the horrors that have occurred can only 
expand with time. 

The victims we met or learned of were 
many. Their stories were of traumatic expe-
riences they and others had endured. There 
were also the stories of those who could no 
longer tell them—the killed and the missing. 
Some of those we learned about had been 
wounded physically or emotionally, or both. 

The story of the mother whose child was 
taken from her arms by ISIS has been re-
ported in the media. We found that her expe-
rience was not isolated. Similar reports of 
family members, adults and children alike, 
were common. 

Those we interviewed showed great 
strength. And some showed great heroism as 
well, despite the dangers to themselves. 
There was Khalia, a woman in her fifties, 
who was captured and held hostage along 
with 47 others. During her 15 days in cap-
tivity, she rebuffed demands to convert, de-
spite a gun being put to her head and a sword 
to her neck. She literally fought off ISIS 
militants as they tried to rape the girls, and 
again later when they tried to take a 9–year- 
old as a bride. Because of the abuse, 14 men 
gave in to ISIS’ demands and said they 
would convert to Islam. Khalia would not. 
Ultimately, the hostages were left in the 
desert to walk to Erbil. Others in Kurdistan 
affirmed without prompting that ‘‘she had 
saved many people.’’ 

Like the Yazidis, Christian women face 
sexual slavery, a main tool the ‘‘Caliphate’’ 
uses to recruit young men and to extermi-
nate religious groups. A now infamous ISIS 
slave menu lists the prices by age for ‘‘Chris-
tian or Yazidi’’ women on sale in their slave 
markets. 

Murder of Christians is commonplace. 
Many have been killed in front of their own 
families. The Syriac Catholic Patriarch of 
Antioch, many of whose flock lived on the 
Nineveh plain or in Syria, reports that 500 
people were killed by ISIS during its take-
over of Mosul and the surrounding region. In 
Syria, where the organization Aid to the 
Church in Need has reported on mass graves 
of Christians, Patriarch Younan estimates 
the number of Christians ‘‘targeted and 
killed by Islamic terrorist bands’’ at more 
than 1,000. 

Melkite Catholic Archbishop Jean-Clément 
Jeanbart of Aleppo estimates the number of 

Christians kidnapped and/or killed in his 
city as in the hundreds, with as many as 
‘‘thousands’’ killed throughout Syria. 

In Nineveh, many more were taken hostage 
seemingly at random, or demanded as hos-
tages in exchange for their families to leave. 
Many of these have not been heard from 
thereafter. 

Shockingly, some see what is happening at 
the hands of ISIS as not genocidal to Chris-
tians. At the root of this argument seems to 
be the idea that Christians have not been 
targeted in the same way as others. This is 
not true. First, Christians have been at-
tacked throughout the region, not simply in 
the Nineveh area or only during the summer 
of 2014. Christians have been attacked and 
killed by ISIS and its affiliates in Syria, 
Libya, Yemen and surrounding areas. Even 
before ISIS was constituted, Christians 
found themselves victims of its predecessors: 
the Islamic State in Iraq, Al Qaeda and other 
radical groups. 

Some argue that Christians should be ex-
cluded from a genocide declaration because 
ISIS supposedly allows Christians to pay 
jizya—a tax historically made available in 
Islam to Christians in Muslim lands—while 
denying this option to groups like the 
Yazidis, who are considered ‘‘pagans’’ by 
Islam. 

The premise is false, because what ISIS 
calls jizya is not comparable to the histor-
ical understanding of that term. Rather, 
jizya—like so many theological concepts 
that ISIS holds—can mean something con-
trary to historic Islamic practice, or it can 
mean nothing at all. As used by ISIS, it is al-
most always a term for extortion and a prel-
ude or postscript to ISIS violence against 
Christians. 

In Nineveh, demands for so-called jizya 
payments were a prelude to killings, 
kidnappings, rapes and the dispossession of 
the Christian population. Not surprisingly, 
the Christian negotiator Father Emmanuael 
Adelkello and the other Christians saw this 
as a ‘‘a ploy from which ISIS could keep the 
Christians there to further take advantage of 
them and abuse them.’’ 

In Raqqa, the offer was made after ISIS 
had already closed the churches, burned bi-
bles and kidnapped the town’s priests. 

It is little wonder that Alberto 
Fernandez—Middle East scholar and, until 
recently, a coordinator of U.S. government 
ideological counterterrorism messaging— 
found ISIS jizya to be ‘‘more a Satan Caliph-
ate publicity stunt than a careful recreation 
of jizya as practiced by the early Caliphs.’’ 
He added that this shows that ISIS is not 
similar ‘‘to the sprawling pluralistic caliph-
ates of history.’’ 

Furthermore, self-styled ISIS Caliph Abu 
Omar al-Baghdadi has admitted for nearly a 
decade that Christians no longer qualify for 
the historical protection offered by Islamic 
law. And under his leadership, during the Is-
lamic State’s attack on Our Lady of Salva-
tion Church in Baghdad in 2010, ‘‘the gunmen 
made at least four claims [justifications] for 
the killings, two general and two specific: all 
of the Christians were infidels; it is per-
mitted to kill them; the killing was in retal-
iation for the burning of a Koran by an 
American pastor, and was also in retaliation 
for the alleged imprisonment of two sup-
posed Muslim women converts in Egypt.’’ 

The Knights of Columbus became involved 
in supporting Christians and other religious 
minorities in this region because of our long- 
standing humanitarian activity and support 
for religious freedom at home and around the 
world. 

Beginning in 2014, our organization began 
raising money for refugee relief in the Mid-
dle East. These funds have helped Christian, 
as well as Yazidi and Muslim, individuals 

and families. We have provided funding for 
general relief in Aleppo; education for refu-
gees now living in Jordan; and food, cloth-
ing, shelter, education and medical care in 
Kurdistan. One of the clinics we fund in 
Dohuk has been visited by several Yazidi 
women who recently escaped ISIS sexual 
slavery, and it has referred them for psycho-
logical or specialist medical treatment. To 
date the K of C has raised more than $8 mil-
lion for this cause. 

Long before our involvement on behalf of 
Christians in the Middle East, the Knights of 
Columbus stood with persecuted Christians 
around the world. In the 1920s, we raised 
awareness and lobbied the American govern-
ment to help stop the persecution of Catho-
lics in Mexico under the government of 
Plutarco Calles. In the 1930s the K of C suc-
cessfully fought against Mussolini’s at-
tempted closure of our charitable work in 
Italy, and throughout the Cold War we stood 
in solidarity with, lobbied for and supported 
those who were not permitted to practice 
their faith in the Communist bloc. 

Today, the threat is the global persecution 
of Christians, which the Pew Forum and The 
New York Times have described as occurring 
at an unparalleled level. What is happening 
in the Middle East is a microcosm of this, 
and perhaps its clearest example. It is for 
this reason that we have partnered with In 
Defense of Christians in producing this re-
port and sponsoring the national television 
advertising campaign in support of the peti-
tion located at www.StopTheChristian 
Genocide.com. 

It is our hope that our efforts in this re-
gard will be helpful in highlighting and 
bettering the plight faced at the hands of IS 
by religious minorities—including Chris-
tians. And it is our belief that a declaration 
of genocide is a key component in that proc-
ess. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, the 
law states that the President shall con-
sider what actions can be taken to en-
sure that those who are responsible for 
genocide are brought to account for 
such crimes in an appropriate con-
stituted tribunal. 

Further, the President is required to 
develop a clear strategy to stop these 
organizations based on the most recent 
iteration of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act that was passed in No-
vember. 

As I mentioned earlier, since his re-
tirement from Congress, my prede-
cessor, Congressman Wolf, has worked 
tirelessly on these issues. I am so 
pleased, and I know he will be so 
pleased, to see so many of his former 
colleagues and all of us who were able 
to pass this unanimously this evening. 
I thank him for his strong voice and for 
all of the strong voices who were here 
tonight so that we can, once again, be 
standing throughout this country and 
throughout the world as that beacon of 
light which so many of my colleagues 
have talked about. 

I thank the gentleman for having 
this Special Order today. I just close in 
asking for prayer for all of those who 
are suffering around the world and for 
all of those souls who have been tor-
mented, tortured, and killed. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. I thank Con-
gresswoman COMSTOCK for her powerful 
words and her faithful leadership. The 
gentlewoman had big shoes to fill after 
Frank Wolf’s retirement, and I am sure 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:47 Mar 15, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A14MR7.040 H14MRPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1336 March 14, 2016 
tonight, if he is watching, he would be 
very proud of her efforts in this regard 
and in so many others, leading the 
fight to try to stop the assaults on 
human dignity. 

Mr. Speaker, when I was a much 
younger man, I entered the Sinai 
Desert in Egypt. The year was 1979. I 
was a college student. At the site of 
the fighting that had taken place be-
tween Israel and Egypt in the 1973 war, 
there was an all-too-familiar scene of a 
concrete pile of rubble. Scrawled on 
the side of the concrete pile, both in 
Arabic and in English, were the words: 
‘‘Here was the war, and here is the 
peace.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, maybe, just maybe, on 
this, the remnants of this Christian 
church where this cross was planted by 
this Yazidi man who returned to his 
hometown of Sinjar just recently in 
January, one day will see those same 
words that here was the war, but now 
here is the peace. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on S. 2426. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BRAT). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
f 

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS— 
THE WORK CONTINUES: WHY 
VOTING MATTERS IN THE AFRI-
CAN AMERICAN COMMUNITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 legislative days to revise and 
extend their remarks and to add any 
extraneous materials relevant to the 
subject matter of this discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

this evening for tonight’s Congres-
sional Black Caucus Special Order 
Hour: The Work Continues—Why Vot-
ing Matters in the African American 
Community. 

I am so proud to join my classmate, 
Congressman HAKEEM JEFFRIES from 
the Eighth District of New York. He is 
a member of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee. He continues to be a tireless 
advocate for social justice, working to 
reform our criminal justice system and 
to eliminate the overcriminalization of 
the African American community. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here to discuss 
the current state of voting rights in 
America, which, unfortunately, are 
under assault. The freedom to vote is 
one of America’s most fundamentally, 
constitutionally guaranteed rights. It 
was 51 years ago this month, Mr. 
Speaker, that over 600 peaceful, orderly 
protesters set off to march from Selma, 
Alabama, to the State capitol in Mont-
gomery to demonstrate the need for 
voting rights in the State. 

Last week, our Congressional Black 
Caucus chair, Chairman BUTTERFIELD, 
stated at the first in a series of CBC 
hearings about the current state of 
voting rights in America and that the 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 is probably 
one of the most significant pieces of 
legislation that was ever passed in the 
United States Congress. 

Certainly, Mr. Speaker, as we know, 
in 2013, the U.S. Supreme Court struck 
down this crucial provision of the Vot-
ing Rights Act in the Shelby County v. 
Holder decision. Our work continues 
because by invalidating section 4 of the 
Voting Rights Act, the Supreme Court 
opened the doors for ways to reduce the 
voting power of minority communities 
and it put in place new voting restric-
tions in an effort to make it harder for 
millions of Americans to vote. 

Our democracy has far too many 
missing voices, particularly those who 
are already at a disadvantage due to 
deep-rooted racial and class barriers in 
our society. By exercising our right, we 
can do great things. We can hold this 
country accountable. We can advocate 
for legislation that supports social and 
economic progress, equality and fair-
ness for all Americans. We can cham-
pion policies that create and sustain 
jobs and that protect against cuts to 
social and economic programs that are 
vital to our most at-risk populations. 
We can move forward on efforts to ad-
dress the school-to-prison pipeline and 
criminal justice reform. We know that 
the inequalities in access to quality 
health care still exist between races 
and that more and more Black children 
are victims of failing schools. 

Mr. Speaker, I am calling on all citi-
zens, including on our community and 
national leaders, to join the Congres-
sional Black Caucus to work to elimi-
nate voter suppression and to restore 
what so many people fought for, 
marched, and died for—yes, the Voting 
Rights Act. It is up to all of us to pro-
tect the most at-risk among us and to 
expand opportunity for all people. That 
begins with passing a voting rights act. 
Our work still continues, Mr. Speaker. 

This week, we are celebrating Wom-
en’s History Month, and I must note 
the powerful impact that African 
American women are having at the 
polls. In the past two Presidential elec-
tions, Black women led all demo-
graphic groups in voter turnout. That 
is why voting matters to African 
American communities. Black women 
make up the most dynamic segment of 
the rising American voters. A great 
civil rights leader said that women are 

among the greatest leaders of social re-
form, and they are fighting, literally 
fighting, for their political rights. 

This past Saturday I had the oppor-
tunity to be with the mothers of the 
movement. We know who they are. 
They are the mothers of Trayvon Mar-
tin, Eric Garner, Dontre Hamilton, 
Jordan Davis, Sandra Bland, and 
Hadiya Pendleton; and we have all 
heard what happened to their children. 

As a member of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, we are calling for action 
on gun control. We need to do more 
than just stand up on this floor for a 
moment of silence. We need to make 
sure that we are passing gun control 
legislation, commonsense legislation, 
that keeps the guns out of the hands of 
the most dangerous individuals. It is 
time for us to protect our children. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to give you 
some examples of what we should in-
clude in our call for action. 

I go first to my good friend and col-
league and classmate who brought it to 
my attention that we stand up for a 
moment, and then we sit down. Then 
we come back to this floor, and it is 
business as usual. We talk about want-
ing to keep our families safe, and we 
talk about the mental health issues. 
That is all we do, Mr. Speaker. We talk 
about it. 

Congresswoman ROBIN KELLY of Illi-
nois’ Second District has legislation, 
H.R. 224, which would require the Sur-
geon General of Public Health Services 
to submit to Congress an annual report 
on the effects of gun violence on public 
health. This bill has 140 Democrat co-
sponsors. I am asking my colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle to step up 
and do more than just stand up for 30 
seconds. 

I am calling on Congress to act on 
Congressman JAMES CLYBURN of the 
Sixth District of South Carolina’s leg-
islation, H.R. 3051, the Background 
Check Completion Act, which would 
guarantee that no gun is sold by a li-
censed dealer until a background check 
is completed. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to say 
that I am a cosponsor of both of these 
bills. 

I will go on and tell you about Chair-
man BUTTERFIELD, the chair of our 
Congressional Black Caucus. He under-
stands that our work continues, be-
cause he has focused his efforts on pro-
moting anti-poverty programs and on 
expanding economic development and 
job creation. There are a number of 
things that have happened in his State. 

For example, the Moral Mondays are 
protests in North Carolina that are led 
by religious progressives. These pro-
tests are in response to several actions 
by the government of North Carolina, 
which was elected into office in 2013. 
These events, which spread throughout 
the South, helped bring attention to 
voting rights, criminal justice reform, 
and workers’ rights. I think it is very 
important for us to note that. 

Mr. Speaker, tonight my coanchor 
and I will talk about a number of 
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issues that explain why our work con-
tinues. We are going to talk about why 
in African American communities it is 
important for us to understand, if we 
don’t diversify those who are going to 
vote, we don’t represent the diversity 
of this great America that we are here 
to protect and to serve. 

b 2030 
It is not just members of the Con-

gressional Black Caucus who value and 
understand the importance of us com-
ing together, the importance of us cele-
brating our rich history, all tied to the 
Voting Rights Act, all tied to the 
movements that we have had of the 
past. 

Let me give you a great example be-
cause I am so proud that I am going to 
have the privilege to yield time to my 
good friend, Congressman JOHN LARSON 
from the First District of Connecticut. 

He is here, Mr. Speaker, tonight to 
join with us as we talk about our rich 
history. He is going to share with us in-
formation about the 51st anniversary 
of President Johnson’s ‘‘We Shall Over-
come’’ speech, which was given on 
March 15, 1965. 

I yield to the gentleman from Con-
necticut. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman 
from Ohio and the gentleman from New 
York for this opportunity to join with 
them this evening. 

I am especially proud to associate 
myself with the gentlewoman’s re-
marks and all that the Congressional 
Black Caucus has stood for as I would 
generally acknowledge that I think 
most of Americans stand for as well. 

I thank them as well for pointing out 
a historic event that is happening and, 
in fact, will happen tomorrow evening 
at the Library of Congress. 

Tomorrow is March 15. As the gentle-
woman mentioned, it was 51 years ago 
that President Lyndon Baines Johnson 
gave his now famous ‘‘We Shall Over-
come’’ speech. 

It was President Johnson that recog-
nized 8 days after Bloody Sunday what 
the Nation needed to do. He did this at 
great political risk, but he did it be-
cause of the sacrifice that so many had 
made. 

Tomorrow evening at the Library of 
Congress we will celebrate two Amer-
ican heroes with the idea that it is far 
more important to come together as a 
Nation and understand that these 
issues that we face and struggle with 
aren’t Democrat or Republican, but at 
their very core are American. 

I want to commend the Bipartisan 
Policy Center for establishing what 
will be the first Congressional Patriot 
Award that will be presented tomorrow 
evening to JOHN LEWIS from Georgia 
and SAM JOHNSON from Texas. 

This honor will be perpetuated for-
ever. Not only will it be a medal in rec-
ognition of their patriotic service to 
the country, but of their service here 
in the United States Congress. 

One person was nearly beaten to 
death by the Alabama police, the other 

nearly beaten to death by the Vietcong 
and imprisoned for 8 years, 42 months, 
in solitary confinement. It was a mo-
mentous time in our history in 1965. 

Both of these gentlemen serve in the 
United States Congress. Both of them 
had to overcome in their lives incred-
ible obstacles. Both of them, after their 
experience in 1965 and beyond, came 
back to serve their country, to con-
tinue to organize, to continue, in the 
case of SAM JOHNSON, to be a flight 
commander. 

JOHN LEWIS, as we all know, is the 
conscience of the House of Representa-
tives. SAM JOHNSON is the most ad-
mired Republican on the floor. They 
are both iconic and American heroes, 
and tomorrow evening at the Library 
of Congress they will be recognized. 

The Bipartisan Policy Center has 
been helped by the Library of Congress, 
the fortress of knowledge, an institu-
tion started by the United States Con-
gress, and houses our great history. 

Tomorrow on display will be the doc-
uments of the civil rights movement 
and the direct participation of JOHN 
LEWIS and the documents about the 
Vietnam war and the captivity and im-
prisonment of SAM JOHNSON. 

Speaking tomorrow evening on be-
half of SAM JOHNSON will be JOHN 
MCCAIN. Who better to speak about 
being imprisoned in the Hanoi Hilton? 
Who better to speak about the sacrifice 
that SAM JOHNSON made, that his fam-
ily made, for people who put their 
country first? 

We will be honored tomorrow to have 
a former Member of this body, an am-
bassador of the United States, and the 
mayor of Atlanta in Andrew Young 
being here tomorrow evening. 

Who better to talk about all the 
issues that the gentlewoman from Ohio 
and the gentleman from New York are 
bringing to the forefront today than 
the person who was there by Martin 
Luther King’s side, a colleague of JOHN 
LEWIS? JOHN LEWIS holds the seat that 
Andrew Young occupied in this body. 

Andrew Young continues to be an ad-
vocate for voting rights and is in the 
forefront of that continued and epic 
battle that goes on in this country. It 
will be an outstanding evening. 

But the point of it all is to under-
stand that, as Members here in the 
United States Congress, in the House of 
Representatives, we must come to-
gether and, as President Johnson said 
51 years ago tomorrow evening, to 
overcome, to overcome not only racial 
prejudices, but to overcome disease, 
poverty, and ignorance, which is the 
real plague on this Nation that keeps 
us confined. 

How fitting that this event takes 
place tomorrow evening and because of 
the benevolence of an outstanding per-
son like David Rubenstein. Who better 
to interview JOHN LEWIS and SAM 
JOHNSON about their experience than 
David Rubenstein? 

I thank my colleagues from the bot-
tom of my heart for allowing me the 
opportunity here to echo the senti-

ments of their purpose here this 
evening and to acknowledge this event 
taking place tomorrow evening at the 
Library of Congress of distinguished 
Americans, their history forever per-
petuated. 

And as Webster says above us in the 
great quote here: 

Let us all, in our time here, in our service 
to the country, do something worthy of 
being remembered. 

Let us take to heart the example of 
JOHN LEWIS and SAM JOHNSON and note 
especially tomorrow that we shall 
overcome. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman JOHN LARSON. 

As I was listening to him reflect on 
the wonderful program that we are all 
going to be able to participate in at the 
Library of Congress—as I listened to 
his words, 51 years ago the President of 
these United States could recognize 
what the Nation needed. 

It disappoints me, as I stand here on 
this House floor and I think about vot-
ing rights and I think about the condi-
tion of this Nation today and where we 
are when we talk about casting our 
votes and who we are going to cast our 
votes for. I say thank you for Congress-
man JOHN LEWIS and Congressman SAM 
JOHNSON. 

As I was listening to the gentleman, 
I thought about so many of the things 
that Congressman JOHN LEWIS has said 
to us not only on this floor, not only in 
private moments, but in our Congres-
sional Black Caucus meetings. 

He represents that sense of history of 
why we come to continue our work, 
why we come to continue to stand up 
for the voting rights. 

Because he has said to us on numer-
ous occasions, Mr. Speaker, that the 
vote is the most powerful and most 
nonviolent tool that we have in a 
democratic society. We must not allow 
the power of the vote to be neutralized. 
We must never go back. 

So I thank Congressman LARSON for 
taking us forward, for taking us on 
March 15 on a journey that we will re-
member for a lifetime, because, you 
see, we stand on the shoulders of those 
individuals who came before us. 

Now our voters stand on our shoul-
ders. Our voters, Mr. Speaker, are 
wanting us, are thirsty for us, to stand 
up for them so that their vote counts. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask my 
coanchor to share some thoughts with 
us on why our work continues, why it 
is so important in the African Amer-
ican community for us to stand up for 
not only African Americans, but for 
our citizens who are discriminated 
against, those who, when we talk about 
social and economic programs, we see 
the disparities in what happens to 
them in education, in health care, in 
housing, the juvenile justice system, 
the criminal justice system. 

I could not think of any better co-
anchor or colleague, someone who is 
such a great orator, someone who, 
when he stands up, we listen. 

Please, Congressman HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, share with us some of your 
thoughts. 
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I yield to the gentleman from New 

York. 
Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the distinguished gentlewoman, Rep-
resentative BEATTY, from the great 
State of Ohio for her leadership and for 
moving us forward throughout the past 
several weeks as it relates to the Con-
gressional Black Caucus’ Special 
Order, this hour of power. 

It is 60 minutes where we have the 
opportunity to speak to the American 
people about issues of importance to 
our country, to our economy, to the in-
tegrity of our democracy as we are 
doing tonight. It is an honor to share 
with you today. 

b 2045 
I also want to acknowledge and 

thank our colleague, JOHN LARSON 
from the great State of Connecticut, 
for his continuing leadership and for 
taking to the House floor today to 
highlight both the historic significance 
of the speech that President Johnson 
gave from this very Chamber 51 years 
ago, on March 15, 1965, about voting in 
America and ensuring that every single 
person, regardless of their race or their 
color or their background had an op-
portunity to exercise their franchise, 
and to point out to the American peo-
ple that the Congress will pause tomor-
row to honor two true American leg-
ends, Representative LEWIS and Rep-
resentative JOHNSON, who served the 
American people before they arrived in 
the people’s House and through their 
service here in the House of Represent-
atives. 

It is with great humility that I stand 
today to address a topic that I think is 
of particular significance at this mo-
ment in time that we face in America 
in terms of the turmoil that many may 
be feeling, watching, undergoing: the 
economic changes that have been expe-
rienced over the last few decades. 

We know that the middle class, in 
many ways, has been left behind. 
Wages have remained stagnant, not-
withstanding the increased produc-
tivity of the American people over the 
last 40-plus years. When the economy 
collapsed, many high-income earners 
were able to rebound in no small part 
as a result of the bailout that occurred. 
There are a lot of Americans who are 
still hoping, looking out for their op-
portunity to be brought back into the 
economic mainstream by the people 
they have sent to Congress to represent 
them. 

Notwithstanding all of the challenges 
that we have to confront, whether that 
is our broken criminal justice system 
or the economy that has still not com-
pletely recovered, we have made sub-
stantial progress under the leadership 
of Barack Obama. But of course there 
is more that needs to be done, and we 
could welcome some cooperation from 
folks on the other side of the aisle be-
cause all of our constituents were hit 
hard in 2008, yet President Obama has 
largely been left to his own devices. 

Notwithstanding all of these issues, 
central to how our government works 

is the fact that it is designed to be a 
government of the people, by the peo-
ple, and for the people. Abraham Lin-
coln, of course, famously uttered those 
words in his Gettysburg Address. 

If we are going to have that type of 
government, then everybody needs the 
opportunity to be able to participate in 
choosing their representatives in gov-
ernment without obstacle or obstruc-
tion. 

We understand this is a great coun-
try, but it is also a country that has 
had a stain on its history as it relates 
to denying some the opportunity to 
participate fully in American democ-
racy. That is the reason, after all, that, 
in the aftermath of the Civil War that 
threatened to tear this country apart, 
we had a Reconstruction amendment 
related to slavery and then a Recon-
struction amendment related to the 
equal protection under the law and due 
process for all Americans; and lastly, 
of course, with the 15th Amendment 
designed to make sure that, in the Con-
stitution, racial discrimination, as it 
relates to the exercise of the franchise, 
would be prohibited. 

But, unfortunately, notwithstanding 
the 15th Amendment being ratified and 
put into our Constitution, more than 
100 years would pass by until this coun-
try really confronted the denial of the 
right to vote in a meaningful way, par-
ticularly in the Deep South, and it hap-
pened because of the efforts and sac-
rifice of a great many people: Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King, JOHN LEWIS, Andrew 
Young, the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference, the Student Non-
violent Coordinating Committee, the 
NAACP, and those foot soldiers who 
were on the Edmund Pettus Bridge on 
March 7, 1965, and almost lost their 
lives when they were attacked without 
provocation by Alabama State troopers 
as they endeavored to cross that bridge 
on the way from Selma to Mont-
gomery. That, of course, then prompt-
ed President Johnson to deliver that 
address, where he so famously uttered 
the words upon his conclusion that ‘‘we 
shall overcome.’’ 

The 1965 Voting Rights Act continues 
to be the most significant piece of civil 
rights legislation ever passed by this 
Congress, but unfortunately we know 
that it is currently under attack. It is 
under attack because the Supreme 
Court effectively, in the Shelby v. 
Holder case, eviscerated its impact by 
striking down section 4, so-called cov-
erage clause, which effectively elimi-
nated the Department of Justice’s abil-
ity to require States with a history of 
voting rights discrimination to have to 
preclear any changes that it makes. 

Now, what I have been struggling to 
figure out during my brief time here in 
the Congress is why voting rights has 
become such a controversial thing 
when, it seems to me, it is so central to 
the integrity of our democracy. For 
decades, in the aftermath of the pas-
sage of the Voting Rights Act, it was 
actually pretty bipartisan, this notion 
that in order for our democracy to 

work there should be no artificial ob-
stacles erected to prevent people—Afri-
can Americans, Latinos, immigrant 
families, and others—from being able 
to participate in what basically makes 
America great, what makes us unique: 
the ability to elect our representatives 
and for there to be peaceful transitions 
of power regardless of ideology, regard-
less of your region, regardless of what 
State a President may come from in 
order to keep the Republic going. 

When you look at the history of the 
Voting Rights Act, as I indicated, it 
has largely been, until recently, a bi-
partisan endeavor. In fact, every time 
the Voting Rights Act was reauthor-
ized—and it has happened four times— 
not only did it pass with bipartisan 
majorities in the Congress, but it was 
signed into law each and every time by 
a Republican President. 

In 1970, Richard Nixon signed into 
law the reauthorization of the Voting 
Rights Act. In 1975, Gerald Ford signed 
into law the reauthorization of the 
Voting Rights Act. In 1982, President 
Ronald Reagan signed into law the re-
authorization of the Voting Rights 
Act. Then in 2006, President George W. 
Bush signed into law the reauthoriza-
tion of the Voting Rights Act. This sig-
nificant piece of civil rights legislation 
was enacted into law and then reen-
acted on every single occasion with the 
signature of a Republican President, 
indicating that voting, participation in 
the franchise, having the American 
people in their full, gorgeous mosaic 
elect their representatives is an Amer-
ican thing. But all of a sudden, it has 
become controversial. 

Now, I don’t know if the timing of 
the election of our current President 
has anything to do with that. Histo-
rians will make that analysis as they 
move forward. It is above my pay 
grade. I just find it interesting that 
this notion of voter fraud, which was 
always a fiction put forth by the de-
fenders of the race-based Southern hi-
erarchy to deny African Americans the 
right to vote—and was not an issue 
when Richard Nixon was elected; it 
wasn’t an issue when Reagan was elect-
ed; it wasn’t an issue when George Her-
bert Walker Bush was elected; it wasn’t 
an issue when George W. Bush was 
elected, notwithstanding the fact that 
I am still not convinced he won the 
State of Florida—all of a sudden, in the 
aftermath of the election of President 
Barack Obama, apparently there has 
been an outbreak of this fever that we 
have got to deal with so-called voter 
fraud. 

No evidence of the fraud, not a scin-
tilla of evidence has been produced by 
a single proponent of this argument, 
but when people were elected in 2010, in 
the immediate aftermath of that elec-
tion during President Barack Obama’s 
first term, more than 180 different 
pieces of legislation in 41 States were 
introduced, all, in the opinion of many 
objective observers, designed to sup-
press the right to vote. And at the 
same time, this challenge was working 
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its way through the Supreme Court 
from, of all groups of people, Shelby, 
Alabama. 

Now, the irony of that, JOHN LEWIS 
almost lost his life, as Representative 
LARSON indicated, on the Edmund 
Pettus Bridge down in Selma, Ala-
bama; and yet the Supreme Court, in a 
5–4 decision, in a case brought by the 
folks from Shelby County, apparently 
thinking that they were victims be-
cause of the oppressive nature of the 
preclearance provision, the Supreme 
Court, at least for the time being, 
bought that argument. 

So we find ourselves now in a situa-
tion here in the Congress where the 
Court has said to us: Fix it; update the 
coverage formula. So bipartisan legis-
lation has been introduced, cham-
pioned by folks like JIM SENSEN-
BRENNER, the author of the 2006 reau-
thorization and a very distinguished 
and respected former Republican chair-
man of the House Committee on the 
Judiciary, and, of course, JOHN CON-
YERS, JOHN LEWIS, JOYCE BEATTY, and 
many others on the Democratic side of 
the aisle. Yet we can’t get a single 
hearing before the Committee on the 
Judiciary on something seemingly so 
fundamental to the integrity of our de-
mocracy. 

We are not asking you to turn into 
progressive Democrats. Just act like 
Richard Nixon, Gerald Ford, Ronald 
Reagan, whom you hold up as someone 
who is the classic embodiment of con-
servative politics. Just act like Ronald 
Reagan did in 1982 or George W. Bush. 

Let’s fix the Voting Rights Act in ad-
vance of the American people having to 
determine what comes next as it re-
lates to both this Congress and the 
Presidency—not because it is a good 
thing for Republicans or because it is a 
good thing for Democrats; it is a good 
thing for the country: full and robust 
participation. 

I just want to add, as I close, that it 
seems to me that this would be a par-
ticularly significant time to deal with 
the Voting Rights Act and to make 
sure that everybody can participate 
fully in our democracy at a moment 
when many of my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle and the Senate 
have said: We want the American peo-
ple to decide who fills the Supreme 
Court vacancy. 

b 2100 

Now, I am a little skeptical about 
that, but let’s assume that that is real-
ly your view of the world. If, in fact, 
you don’t want to do your constitu-
tional job right now—once the Presi-
dent sends up a Supreme Court nomi-
nee and gives that person an oppor-
tunity to be heard before the Senate 
and the American people—because you 
claim you want the American people to 
decide who that nominee is through 
the vehicle of a Presidential election— 
then let’s make sure that all of Amer-
ica can participate in that process. 
That means let’s remove any obstacles 
to voting in every community. 

We haven’t seen a hearing in the 
House, and we haven’t seen a hearing 
in the Senate. I just don’t understand. 
We have had no hearing on the Su-
preme Court nomination. We have had 
no hearing on the Voting Rights Act 
when the Supreme Court told us to fix 
it. What exactly is going on? The 
American people are wondering. 

We see a lot of frustration right now 
out there in America directed at Wash-
ington. That is because oftentimes 
there are so many critical issues that 
we simply fail to deal with. 

So I am just hopeful today that, as 
we mark this occasion tomorrow of 
these two American heroes being hon-
ored—Representative JOHNSON and 
Representative LEWIS—we can get back 
to doing the business of the American 
people in the spirit of service that they 
themselves have displayed through 
their life’s work and deal with some-
thing so central to our democracy such 
as the right to vote in an unfettered 
fashion. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Congressman 
JEFFRIES, you have given us a lot to re-
flect on tonight. You have given us the 
roll call of how President after Presi-
dent has reauthorized the Voting 
Rights Act. 

As I was listening to you, it appears 
that there is an uncommon denomi-
nator that we now have in this great 
America: a Black man as President of 
these United States. 

I want to stand here and say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I am very suspect when I 
listen to how eloquently my colleague 
walked us through the history and 
shared with us how 51 years ago our 
colleague, JOHN LEWIS, was putting his 
life at risk with other great leaders as 
a very young Black man, that it was 
because he understood what was at 
stake. 

He was probably ahead of his time. 
But when you think about that, every-
one in this Chamber should want to 
have that experience. 

I can remember a year ago, almost to 
the date, that I took that journey to 
Selma, Alabama. I took that journey 
with Congressman JOHN LEWIS and 
some of my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, who stood there and 
locked and latched hands and talked 
about how we should overcome. 

For a moment, Congressman 
JEFFRIES, it gave me that hope that I 
came here for, that hope that one per-
son can make a difference and change 
the lives of others. 

It wasn’t 48 hours later that we came 
back to this institution, to this House 
floor, and all of that was washed away. 
It was back to business as usual. 

There were no hearings, whether it is 
a budget hearing for funds to fund 
things from our infrastructure, things 
to educate and take care of our infants 
and children, mental health that we 
have all come to an agreement on with 
all the things that have happened dur-
ing the time you and I have been here, 
Congressman JEFFRIES, with the num-
ber of lives that have been lost. 

I think about the Emanuel Nine. We 
talked about that commonality of put-
ting more money into mental health. 
Yet, the President puts dollars in the 
budget and we can’t get a hearing. 

So why does our work continue? Our 
work continues because it is so impor-
tant for us, as African Americans, to 
make sure we protect those who are 
most at risk. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a huge job to 
do. We are 46 members strong. While 
we focus on the lives of African Ameri-
cans and the African American commu-
nity, we stand here and fight for all 
children of all races, all ethnicities, be-
cause that is what we do because we 
care. 

But as I stand here today and reflect 
on Congressman JEFFRIES’ outline of 
history, outline of the number of lives 
that have been lost, outline of the legal 
process and what we have gone 
through, it made me recall, Mr. Speak-
er, that a week ago I decided to write 
an editorial to my local newspaper, and 
it was published. Mr. Speaker, that edi-
torial was titled: ‘‘Work to improve 
voting rights.’’ 
[From The Columbus Dispatch, Feb. 29, 2016] 

WORK TO IMPROVE VOTING RIGHTS 
(By Rep. Joyce Beatty) 

As Black History Month closes, I am re-
minded of Martin Luther King Jr., who fa-
mously said, ‘‘We are now faced with the fact 
that tomorrow is today. We are confronted 
with the fierce urgency of now.’’ 

We have come a long way since the era of 
Jim Crow. Indeed, our nation has laws on the 
books protecting people from discrimination 
based on sex, age, race, religion, national or-
igin and ethnicity. Moreover, each February, 
we collectively reflect on the important con-
tributions and accomplishments African- 
Americans etched into the cornerstone of 
America. 

Yet, the more things change, the more 
they stay the same. What do I mean? 

Every year, without fail, we celebrate 
Black History Month and honor the many 
leaders, heroes and ‘‘sheroes’’ of the black 
community. However, we rarely discuss the 
systemic and pervasive bathers still pre-
venting African-Americans from achieving 
the American Dream. 

Our nation is still plagued by the vestiges 
of segregation and unequal laws and policies. 
Today, it is more difficult to exercise one’s 
constitutional right to vote, not easier. In-
equalities in access to quality health care 
still exist between races, and more and more 
black children are victim to failing schools. 

As opposed to getting bogged down in the 
numbers and reciting a long list of statistics 
and historical grievances, I am calling on all 
people, including our community and na-
tional leaders, to join me in working to 
eliminate voter suppression I and to restore 
what so many people fought, marched and 
died for: the Voting Rights Act. 

It is up to all of us to protect the most at- 
risk among us, to defend the foundation of 
our democracy and to expand opportunity 
for all people. It begins with the Voting 
Rights Act. 

In Congress, I am working tirelessly to re-
build the very foundation of the Voting 
Rights Act undone by the Supreme Court’s 
Shelby County v. Holder decision. As an 
original cosponsor of the Voting Rights Em-
powerment Act of 2015 (H.R. 12), I believe we 
must ensure every American has equal say 
and the opportunity to vote. This legislation 
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would do just that by expanding access and 
putting in place common sense protections 
for our nation’s electorate, no matter the 
color of one’s skin. 

It takes a village. So, let’s work together 
in our neighborhood, at work or with family 
and friends to make this change possible and 
to help guarantee every American has fair 
and equal access to the ballot box. 

Black History Month should be about the 
progress that has been made and the journey 
that awaits us. Remember, the past is our 
experience, the present is our accountability 
and the future is our responsibility. 

Mrs. BEATTY. It is 2016. I am writing 
an article that sounds like I was sit-
ting in 1955. That gives me great con-
cern. 

So when I think about our topic to-
night, our work continues. What mat-
ters in the African American commu-
nity I think we have answered tonight. 

Whether it was from Congressman 
JOHN LARSON, who is not a member of 
the Congressional Black Caucus, 
whether it is from Congressman SAM 
JOHNSON or Congressman JOHN LEWIS, 
Mr. Speaker, I say to you that we stand 
here as members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus because we are the con-
science of the Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time do I 
have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman has 13 minutes remaining. 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. JEFFRIES, as I lis-
ten to you talk about the rich history 
and what we are dealing with today, I 
think about you serving on the Judici-
ary Committee. 

I think about how, as Members of 
Congress and members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus, we often talk 
about our broken prison system. 

We often talk about what happens to 
young children who go to college and 
then find themselves in that pipeline of 
education to prison. 

I would like to ask you how you 
think the decrease in Black voters will 
affect that broken system. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Well, it is a great 
question. I look at it in two ways. 
First, when you think about mass in-
carceration as a phenomenon, one that, 
hopefully, in this Congress we will be 
able to do something about, in recogni-
tion of the fact that America imprisons 
more people than any other country in 
the world, increasingly, we have be-
come a country that over-incarcerates 
and under-educates. As a result, we 
have lost generations of young people, 
disproportionately, African Americans 
and Latinos. 

In 1971, President Richard Nixon de-
clared publicly that drug abuse was 
public enemy number one. At the time, 
there were less than 350,000 people in-
carcerated in America. That was the 
starting point of the war on drugs. 

More than 40 years later we have now 
got 2.3 million people incarcerated in 
America. A significant number of those 
folks—approximately 50 percent at the 
Federal level and similar numbers at 
the State level—are there for non-
violent drug offenses. 

Yet, every single one of those people 
who have been incarcerated in America 

has lost the right to vote, some perma-
nently, some temporarily with an op-
portunity to perhaps recover it. More 
than a million people are currently in-
carcerated from the African American 
community. So our system is broken. 
Our democracy is in need of adjust-
ment. 

If there is not an understanding that 
the absence of refraining from partici-
pating in that democracy through exer-
cising the franchise yields con-
sequences that public policymakers 
will choose either intentionally or 
through benign neglect to allow things 
like mass incarceration to overwhelm 
a community, then we are going to 
continue to see things happen that are 
not in the best interest of America. 
Certainly, electoral participation mat-
ters to the African American commu-
nity. 

The other thing that we have got to 
look at in the context of the right to 
vote—and there is some bipartisan sup-
port because Senator RAND PAUL on 
the other side of the Capitol has been 
very visionary in this regard—is that 
disenfranchising people who have been 
incarcerated in America, paid their 
debt to society, have moved on with 
their life—but to permanently restrict 
them, even in some cases when the con-
viction is for a misdemeanor offense, is 
un-American. 

But some have used this type of dis-
enfranchisement related to the prison 
industrial complex to overwhelm many 
communities because of mass incarcer-
ation to, again, set up obstacles to full 
participation in American democracy. 

So we have got to put everything on 
the table in terms of our effort to fix 
our broken criminal justice system, 
which I am pleased, to date, at least in 
the House on the Judiciary Committee, 
has been bipartisan in nature. 

But we have to take an expansive ap-
proach to repairing the damage that 
has been done over more than 40 years 
of a failed war on drugs, with millions 
upon millions upon millions of people 
stamped with a criminal record, I be-
lieve in excess of 65 million people dur-
ing that time period, disproportion-
ately African Americans and Latinos. 

It is one of many issues that is on the 
table that, hopefully, will result in 
folks understanding that the stakes are 
high as it relates to who represents 
you. And the vehicle is just to partici-
pate. 

That is the great majesty of our de-
mocracy as it was conceived by the 
Founders and those who came after: 
Government of the people, by the peo-
ple, and for the people, through elec-
toral participation. 

b 2115 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. JEFFRIES, I 
paused for a moment as I was listening 
to you, and you are so absolutely right; 
the vehicle, the power of casting that 
vote, the power of making a difference. 

Mr. Speaker, I think one of the 
things that is so significant about the 
Congressional Black Caucus, that is 

our history. It is our fortitude to have 
the courage to always continue to fight 
and never give up, because we actually 
have members of the Congressional 
Black Caucus who were there during 
that time. 

When you think about Members like 
Congressman JOHN LEWIS, when you 
think about Members like JOHN CON-
YERS, JOHN CONYERS, a Black man, will 
go down in history as the longest-serv-
ing man in this Congress. Just think 
about it. A man that shared an office 
for almost 2 decades with Rosa Parks, 
the modern civil rights leader who de-
cided that she was going to sit down 
that day because she realized one per-
son could make a difference. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we have gone 
through our whole history of the Vot-
ing Rights Act, we have gone through 
the sections of the Constitution, we 
have gone through what the Supreme 
Court has done, and yet we can’t get 
the reauthorization of our Voting 
Rights Act. 

Mr. Speaker, I say this to you to-
night. The Congressional Black Caucus 
will not give up. We are holding field 
hearings, as I speak, so we can collect 
the information to come back here and 
tell you that the vehicle for American 
people, that vehicle is the ballot box. 

Mr. Speaker, as I stand here today, 
we have resolved. Members of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus don’t come 
just to complain and put issues out 
there. We are scholars. We like hearing 
that we are the conscience of the Con-
gress, but we are the scholars. We are 
Howard, and Morehouse, and Spelman, 
and Harvard, and Princeton, and Yale. 
We are the whole spectrum of this 
America that you and I serve. 

So I ask you today, Mr. Speaker, to 
consider that when we stand up the 
next time on this House floor, why 
Members are sitting down. We are sit-
ting down because I think you and Con-
gressman JEFFRIES and all the rest of 
my colleagues in this Chamber, we 
have an obligation to do more. 

Innocent lives are being taken, and 
there is something we can do about it. 
We could start with something that 
has been bipartisan. Congressman 
JEFFRIES mentioned it a number of 
times, and that is something as simple 
as passing a Voting Rights Act. That 
would make a difference. 

I guess my question is: What are we 
afraid of? 

Are we afraid if we increase the num-
ber of those who have been disenfran-
chised, those who have been discrimi-
nated against, that they will actually 
vote, they will actually have a voice to 
make a difference in the way they live 
in this wonderful America? 

I am asking you to go to your Repub-
lican colleagues and ask them to stand 
with us that we can leave a great leg-
acy in history, because history will be 
written. When the first Black Presi-
dent leaves these United States, we 
will read of all the wonderful things 
that President Barack Obama did. 

But we will also have those who will 
write part of that history of us failing 
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to do our job. And I will reflect back on 
this day when Congressman JEFFRIES 
and I stood at this Congressional Black 
Caucus Special Order Hour and we said, 
the work continues, and why it matters 
in African American communities that 
we vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, nearly 51 years ago the Voting 
Rights Act (VRA) was signed into law to pro-
hibit racial discrimination in voting. It was a 
defining moment in our nation’s history that 
would send a clear message that all voters 
should have free and fair access to the polls 
in the United States. The Voting Rights Act 
became a powerful tool of our democracy that 
protected voter participation of individuals from 
all backgrounds. It has given a voice to pre-
viously disenfranchised voters, particularly that 
of minorities who would otherwise be left out 
of the political process. 

Since the passage of the VRA, various 
groups and individuals have endeavored to re-
verse those protections. In 2013 the U.S., Su-
preme Court ultimately struck down a key en-
forcement component of the VRA as unconsti-
tutional. This decision has enabled a number 
of states across the country to move forward 
with discriminatory voter laws, the effects of 
which have not yet been fully realized. 

Texas is one of 21 states that have imple-
mented new restrictions on voting since the 
2010 midterm election. Texas first passed two 
harsh voter mandates in 2012, which were ul-
timately blocked under Section 5 of the VRA. 
Texas re-implemented these laws requiring 
valid photo identification at the polls following 
the Supreme Court ruling—the first time a 
photo ID was required to vote in a federal 
election in 2014. The consequences in Texas 
alone have been dire and disproportionately 
impact minority voters. The U.S. Department 
of Justice originally estimated that the Texas 
law could prevent as many as 600,000 voters 
from casting their votes at the polls. 

The African American community has faced 
many barriers to voting throughout our history. 
During the height of the Civil Rights Move-
ment, thousands of protesters marched across 
the Edmund Pettus Bridge from Selma to 
Montgomery, Alabama in order to protest the 
racial injustices in voting. The will of the peo-
ple ultimately prevailed, resulting in the signing 
of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 just five short 
months after the final march. It was an impor-
tant struggle that still serves as a lesson for us 
today. 

Voter disenfranchisement poses an incred-
ible threat to the electoral process. The nation-
wide efforts to create barriers to voting have 
highlighted the importance of the protections 
afforded under the VRA. Voting is the principle 
means through which Americans can have a 
voice in the political process. It allows us to 
elect candidates who share a common vision 
for bettering our nation and advancing our so-
cial and economic progress. These efforts to 
disenfranchise voters stand contrary to our 
democratic principles as a nation and it is im-
perative that we fight to reinstate voter protec-
tions for all, which have only served to 
strengthen our democracy and engage voters 
in the political process. 

DECLARATION OF GENOCIDE 
COMMITTED BY ISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, it is al-
ways an honor to be able to speak on 
this hallowed floor. 

A report was made earlier today enti-
tled, ‘‘House Poised to Declare ISIS 
Committing Genocide Against Chris-
tians, Other Minorities.’’ And, in fact, 
this report says: ‘‘The House is poised 
Monday to approve a resolution that 
declares the Islamic State is commit-
ting genocide against Christians and 
other religious minorities in the Mid-
dle East—putting even more pressure 
on the Obama administration to do the 
same ahead of a deadline later this 
week. 

‘‘The resolution passed the House 
Foreign Affairs Committee with unani-
mous support and is expected to pass 
the House with bipartisan backing. 

‘‘The resolution comes to a vote 
Monday evening, just days after the re-
lease of a graphic new report by the 
Knights of Columbus and In Defense of 
Christians on ISIS atrocities. The re-
port made the case that the terror 
campaign against Christians and other 
minorities in Syria, Iraq, and other 
parts of the Middle East is, in fact, 
genocide. 

‘‘ ‘When ISIS systematically targets 
Christians, Yazidis, and other ethnic 
and religious minorities for extermi-
nation, this is not only a grave injus-
tice—it is a threat to civilization 
itself,’ Representative Jeff Forten-
berry, Republican, Nebraska, said in a 
statement. ‘We must call the violence 
by its proper name: genocide.’ 

‘‘The resolution will be voted on 
ahead of the congressionally mandated 
March 17 deadline for the Secretary of 
State John Kerry and the White House 
to make a decision on whether to make 
such a declaration. The measure is an 
effort to force the administration’s 
hand on the issue, as the administra-
tion has so far declined to take an offi-
cial position. 

‘‘ ‘Christians, Yazidis, and other be-
leaguered minority groups can find new 
hope in this transpartisan, ecumenical 
alliance against ISIS’ barbaric on-
slaught,’ Fortenberry, who is co-chair-
man of the Religious Minorities of the 
Middle East Caucus and represents 
America’s largest Yazidi community, 
said in the statement.’’ 

So the measure received the backing 
of the House Republican leadership, 
PAUL RYAN, calling on the Obama ad-
ministration to take action like recent 
attacks against Christians. 

The article goes on, from 
foxnews.com, indicating: ‘‘It is rare for 
Congress to make a genocide deter-
mination. 

‘‘In addition to the genocide resolu-
tion, the House is expected to vote on 
a measure to create an international 
tribunal to try ISIS members accused 
of atrocities.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is pleasing to report 
that H. Con. Res. 75, expressing the 
sense of Congress that the atrocities 
perpetrated by ISIL—that is, the Is-
lamic State; and it has used different 
names, ISIS, ISIL—against religious 
and ethnic minorities in Iraq and Syria 
include war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity and genocide, that passed by 
393 yeas and zero nays. 

It is deeply troubling that although 
this House, in a bipartisan way, could 
vote 393 for this resolution and zero 
against, that Secretary of State John 
Kerry and President Barack Obama are 
having trouble deciding what they 
should do. 

Gee, is it possible they might just no-
tice that in the House of Representa-
tives we came together unanimously 
and said what ISIS has been doing is 
genocide? 

For heaven’s sake, for the sake of the 
Christians, the Yazidis, the Jews in the 
area, is it too much to ask that this 
United States administration take no-
tice that there is a genocide going on? 

And though the administration is not 
doing much of anything about it, is it 
too much to ask that this administra-
tion at least call it what it is; that this 
House, on both sides of the aisle, 
unanimously said the same thing? 

Is it too much to ask, even if you are 
not going to fight the genocide, at 
least call it what it is, then that will 
embolden others with courage to stand 
up and fight more fearlessly? Is that 
too much to ask? 

I hope and pray not, Mr. Speaker. 
In the meantime, what we find here 

at home, while we are still having the 
administration struggle over whether 
to call genocide genocide, we have a re-
port from ICE, the Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement, ICE, it is re-
vealed that 124 illegal immigrant 
criminals released from jail by the 
Obama administration since 2010 have 
been subsequently charged with mur-
der. 

The Center for Immigration Studies 
report on the data from ICE to the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee added that 
the committee is not releasing the 
names of these masses of murder sus-
pects. 

‘‘ ‘The criminal aliens released by 
ICE in these years—who had already 
been convicted of thousands of 
crimes—are responsible for a signifi-
cant crime spree in American commu-
nities, including 124 new homicides 
after the thousands of crimes they 
have already committed before ICE re-
leased them. Inexplicably, ICE is 
choosing to release some criminal 
aliens multiple times,’ said the report 
written by CIS’ respected Director of 
Policy Studies, Jessica M. Vaughan. 

‘‘She added that 75 percent were re-
leased due to court orders or because 
their countries wouldn’t take them 
back. 

‘‘What’s more, her report said that in 
2014, ICE released 30,558 criminal 
aliens’’—that is illegal immigrants in 
the United States who committed 
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criminal atrocities—‘‘who had been 
convicted already when they were re-
leased of 92,347 crimes.’’ 

Wow. As the world suffers, as this ad-
ministration cannot determine wheth-
er or not to call the genocide of Chris-
tians and other minority groups geno-
cide; at the same time, it has been hard 
at work, out of those thousands, tens of 
thousands of aliens who have com-
mitted over 92,000 criminal acts against 
Americans here in this country, the ad-
ministration has been hard at work 
and deported 3 percent of the tens of 
thousands of aliens illegally here who 
have committed over 92,000 crimes, and 
this administration has deported 3 per-
cent. 

b 2130 

So much for protecting Americans 
against all enemies foreign and domes-
tic. 

This article from Paul Bedard says: 
‘‘Her analysis is the latest shocking re-
view of Obama’s open-border immigra-
tion policy. And despite the high num-
ber of illegal immigrants charged with 
murder, the list doesn’t include those 
released by over 300 so-called ’sanc-
tuary cities’ and those ICE declined to 
even take into custody. 

‘‘She said that 124 criminal aliens re-
leased by ICE between 2010 and 2015 
were charged with murder during that 
period and ’associated with 250 dif-
ferent communities in the United 
States, with the most clustered in Cali-
fornia, New York, and Texas.’’’ 

I would assert parenthetically, Mr. 
Speaker, for those that are not Cali-
fornia, New York, and Texas, you can-
not think for a minute that this is not 
already in your State. If you haven’t 
heard about, it is coming. 

This says: ‘‘In a memo about the sub-
sequent crimes of released illegals to 
Judiciary Committee Chairman Sen-
ator CHUCK GRASSLEY, ICE said, ’The 
aliens were charged with a total of 135 
homicide-related crimes subse-
quent’’’—for my liberal friends, that 
means after—‘‘’to release from ICE cus-
tody. As of July 25, 2015, a total of 39 
convictions have resulted from these 
homicide-related charges. Of the 121 
total aliens, 2 had homicide-related 
convictions prior to release from ICE 
custody.’’’ 

ICE released them knowing that they 
already had homicide-related convic-
tions, and they were released to kill 
again upon the American public. 
Though they violated our laws to get 
here and they violate our laws to stay 
here, this administration has seen to 
their release upon the American public 
further. 

‘‘Vaughan added that ’ICE reported 
that there are 156 criminal aliens who 
were released at least twice by ICE 
since 2013. Between them, these crimi-
nals had 1,776 convictions’’’—that kind 
of sounds patriotic. Since 2013, ICE has 
released 1,776 criminals with 1,776 con-
victions before they are released in 
2013, including burglary, larceny, you 
know, those things that hurt America. 

This article from cis.org also says: 
‘‘Only a tiny percentage of the released 
criminals have been removed—most re-
ceive the most generous forms of due 
process available and are allowed to re-
main at large, without supervision, 
while they await drawn-out immigra-
tion hearings. They are permitted to 
take advantage of this inefficient proc-
essing even though they are more like-
ly to re-offend than they are to be 
granted legal status.’’ 

Further down it says: ‘‘Some aliens 
had multiple ZIP Codes associated with 
them in ICE’s system, so the records 
include more ZIP Codes than the 121 in-
dividual criminal aliens charged’’— 
with murder—‘‘through 2014. Three 
more were charged in 2015; ICE did not 
provide their ZIP Codes...ICE reported 
there are 156 criminal aliens who were 
released at least twice by ICE since 
2013.’’ 

That, of course, was in the other arti-
cle. 

It goes on to say: ‘‘ICE has previously 
disclosed that 75 percent of the homi-
cidal criminal aliens were released due 
to court orders.’’ 

Most of those would be immigration 
judges who sit at the discretion of the 
Attorney General of the United States. 
So perhaps people can let our Attorney 
General know that they would like our 
Attorney General to pick some immi-
gration judges who might actually en-
force our law instead of forgo the law 
so criminal aliens can commit more 
crimes against Americans. 

I know, I understand there is so much 
going on, it is difficult to deal with all 
these issues at the same time, and that 
is why the administration is struggling 
so whether or not to officially say that 
the genocide going on in the Middle 
East of Christians and other minorities 
is actually genocide. It is just taking 
so much brain power. Even though in 
here it was 393–0, the administration 
right down on Pennsylvania Avenue 
here just can’t decide if it really might 
be genocide or not. 

‘‘In a separate communication, ICE 
provided a list of the countries that 
currently are uncooperative in accept-
ing their deported citizens: Afghani-
stan, Algeria, Burundi, Cape Verde, 
China, Cuba, Eritrea, Gambia, Ghana, 
Guinea, India, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, 
Liberia, Libya, Mali, Mauritania, Mo-
rocco, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South 
Sudan, and Zimbabwe.’’ 

Gee, Cuba? 
It is a real shame that as this admin-

istration negotiated all the things that 
it was going to give to and do for Cuba 
that they didn’t apparently bring this 
issue up: Oh, by the way, the criminal 
aliens that you have had come into our 
country are coming back to your coun-
try because they are your citizens ille-
gally in our country. They are coming 
back to you, like it or not. 

Apparently, I guess maybe with all 
the concentration on whether genocide 
is genocide, they weren’t able to re-
member to bring that up to Cuba or to 
China. 

In Afghanistan, one of my Muslim 
friends who is a great leader there in 
Afghanistan pointed out a few years 
ago when he was talking about the le-
verage that the United States has and 
should use to get Afghanistan to do the 
right thing by its people and by the 
United States, I said: Well, why do you 
think—this was in a visit in Afghani-
stan. I said: Why do you think we have 
much leverage? This is a few years ago. 
He said: Do you know what our annual 
budget is for the government in Af-
ghanistan? No. I didn’t know. He said: 
Around 12 billion American dollars. Do 
you know how much of that the United 
States provides? He said: We provide 
about 11⁄2 billion of our 12. You provide 
most of the rest of it. He said: Yes, you 
have got plenty of leverage. 

But, apparently, this administration, 
maybe again they are so flustered in 
trying to decide if ISIS, who has ex-
pressly indicated they want to wipe out 
all Christians and they want to wipe 
Israel off the map, they are trying to 
decide if that means that is really a 
genocide, so they haven’t had time to 
notice that we have massive leverage 
over the Afghan Government to get 
them to do the right thing and take 
back their criminal aliens that are in 
this country illegally and send them 
back and take them; otherwise, the 10, 
12 of your budget that we provide may 
not get provided anymore. 

But again, I know this administra-
tion doesn’t want to offend people that 
are killing American citizens. I get 
that. It is special being that sensitive. 

Algeria, China, India, Iran, Mr. 
Speaker, I just can’t help but wonder 
if, before the President authorized $100 
billion to $150 billion going to Iran, if 
maybe it occurred in someone’s mind: 
Do you know what? I am going to save 
some American lives by forcing Iran to 
take back the criminal aliens from 
Iran that are not lawfully here in the 
United States. 

I wonder if anybody in this adminis-
tration maybe thought about that. Did 
they think about it and send the Presi-
dent the message and it just didn’t get 
to the President? Or it didn’t get to 
John Kerry, and they didn’t think 
about it on their own: Gee, do you 
know what? We know Iran has already 
said they are going to spend some of 
that $100 billion, $150 billion on weap-
ons systems on more terror groups like 
Hamas and Hezbollah. Yeah, they have 
said that we are going to spend more 
money on all these things. We knew 
that. Did it occur that that is bad 
enough that you are giving money that 
is going to be used to kill Americans, 
Christians, Jews, Yazidis, it is going to 
be used to terrorize the world? Maybe 
you could have helped American citi-
zens out by saying: And, by the way, 
before we release it, you are going—and 
never mind that they violated the 
agreement over and over—but you, 
Iran, are going to need to accept back 
the criminal aliens from your country 
that are killing and terrorizing Ameri-
cans in our country illegally. 
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Did nobody think of that? It is in-

credible, just incredible. Americans are 
suffering. 

Then we get this report from cis.org 
that 61 million immigrants and their 
children, young children, now live in 
the United States. Now, most of those, 
I think 43 million or so, are here le-
gally. But it is worth noting that the 
number of immigrants and their chil-
dren grew six times faster than our Na-
tion’s population between 1970 and 2015. 

From 1970 to 2015, our United States 
population has grown by 59 percent. 
That is a good, healthy growth. In the 
meantime, the percentage of immigra-
tion growth, or the number of immi-
grants in the United States—first gen-
eration, that is. Most all, everybody 
here, even Native Americans weren’t 
native probably at one time. They have 
come across somewhere. But first-gen-
eration immigrants who actually im-
migrated in with children, that number 
has grown by 353 percent over that 
same period. 

In many States, the increase in the 
number of immigrants and their minor 
children from 1970 to 2015 has been 
nothing short of astonishing. In Geor-
gia, the population grew 3,058 percent; 
whereas, before that, it grew from 
55,000 immigrants to 1.75 million immi-
grants. That is just in Georgia. So the 
immigrant level grew 20 times faster, 
25 times faster, than the overall State 
population. 

So thank God for immigration. 
Thank God for legal immigration, that 
is. But when we abandon the rule of 
law and don’t give ourselves time to 
welcome legal immigrants into this 
country and educate them—there is a 
reason that they have to be educated 
and are supposed to learn our language 
and supposed to learn some history, be-
cause there is a tremendous amount of 
responsibility that comes with the 
right to vote. You need to understand 
how you say what Ben Franklin said 
was ‘‘a republic, Madam, if you can 
keep it.’’ You cannot keep a republic if 
you don’t educate people that are com-
ing in and who are foreign to the idea 
of the responsibilities of maintaining a 
republic. You don’t keep it. You can’t 
keep it. 

On the wave of that came this edi-
torial from Dan Hannan, a member of 
the European Parliament, dated today. 
Apparently, he spent part of last sum-
mer volunteering in a hostel for under-
age migrants in the south of Italy. He 
talks about the migrants that came in. 

He says: ‘‘I have seen refugee col-
umns before, and they tend to be made 
up disproportionately of women and 
children. Of the boat people landed by 
the coast guard while I was in Italy, 
more than 80 percent were young men. 
Young men who, I noticed, took out 
smartphones when they disembarked 
and looked for Wi-Fi so as to tell their 
relatives’’ how good it was. 

b 2145 
He says: 
‘‘Official policy in Europe is based on 

a misdiagnosis. The migrants are treat-

ed as refugees, and there is an implicit 
assumption that their displacement is 
somehow our fault. In the weirdly nar-
cissistic tradition of the Left, the West 
is simultaneously blamed for having 
intervened in Libya and for not having 
intervened in Syria. But the lads I was 
working with in Italy were from coun-
tries that we never bombed—except 
with aid money.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is time we look seri-
ously at the oath every Member of Con-
gress, the Senate, the President, the 
Vice President, everybody in elected 
Federal office takes. We are supposed 
to defend this Constitution. That 
means we are to provide for the com-
mon defense against all enemies, for-
eign and domestic. It is high time we 
took that more seriously. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 1755. An act to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
in the congressional charter of the Disabled 
American Veterans. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

S. 1172. An act to improve the process of 
presidential transition. 

S. 1580. An act to allow additional appoint-
ing authorities to select individuals from 
competitive service certificates. 

S. 1826. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
99 West 2nd Street in Fond du Lac, Wis-
consin, as the Lieutenant Colonel James 
‘‘Maggie’’ Megellas Post Office. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, March 15, 2016, at 10 a.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4632. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Legislative Affairs, Natural Resources Con-
servation Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s 
Major final rule — Conservation Stewardship 
Program [Docket No.: NRCS-2014-0008] (RIN: 
0578-AA63) received March 10, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

4633. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Legislative Affairs, Legal, Federal Deposit 

Insurance Corporation, transmitting the 
Corporation’s joint interim final rules — Ex-
panded Examination Cycle for Certain Small 
Insured Depository Institutions, and U.S. 
Branches and Agencies of Foreign Banks 
(RIN: 3064-AE42) received March 9, 2016, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

4634. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Reactor Reg-
ulation, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final evalua-
tion of vendor submittal — Summary of 
BWRVIP-18 Review in Support of GAO-001 re-
ceived March 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

4635. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting a notice of the Air 
Force’s Proposed Issuance of Letter of Offer 
and Acceptance to the Government of Indo-
nesia, Transmittal No. 15-81, pursuant to 2 
U.S.C. 2776(b)(1); Public Law 90-629, Sec. 36(b) 
(as amended by Public Law 106- 113, Sec. 
1000(a)(7)); (113 Stat. 536); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

4636. A letter from the Director, Presi-
dential Appointments, Department of State, 
transmitting notifications of nine federal va-
cancies, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public 
Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

4637. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Affairs and Collaborative Action, 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Rights-of-Way on Indian Land 
[156A2100DD/AAKC001030/A0A501010.999900 
253G] (RIN: 1076-AF20) received March 10, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added 
by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 
868); to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

4638. A letter from the Secretary, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit-
ting the Report of the Proceedings of the Ju-
dicial Conference of the United States for 
the September 17, 2015, session and Sep-
tember 9, 2015, special session, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 331; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

4639. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulation Policy and Management, Office 
of the General Counsel (02REG), National 
Cemetery Administration, Department of 
Veterans Affairs, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Applicants for VA Memo-
rialization Benefits (RIN: 2900-AO95) received 
March 10, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

4640. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulation Policy and Management, Office 
of the General Counsel (02REG), Veterans 
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Vet Centers (RIN: 2900-AP21) re-
ceived March 10, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); ; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

4641. A letter from the Chief Impact Ana-
lyst, Office of Regulation Policy, Office of 
the General Counsel (02REG), Veterans 
Health Administration, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Veterans Transportation Service 
(RIN: 2900-AO92) received March 10, 2016, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

4642. A letter from the Federal Register Li-
aison Officer, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and 
Trade Bureau, Department of the Treasury, 
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transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Expansion of the Willamette Valley 
Viticultural Area [Docket No.: TTB-2015- 
0008; T.D. TTB-134; Ref: Notice No.: 152] (RIN: 
1513-AC21) received March 10, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

4643. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final reg-
ulations — Regulations under IRC Section 
7430 Relating to Awards of Administrative 
Costs and Attorneys’ Fees [TD 9756] (RIN: 
1545-AX46) received March 9, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

4644. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Modification of Rev. Rul. 2005-3 (Rev. 
Rul. 2016-8) received March 9, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

4645. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s tem-
porary regulations — Consistent Basis Re-
porting Between Estate and Person Acquir-
ing Property From Decedent [TD 9757] (RIN: 
1545-BM98) received March 9, 2016, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

4646. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Determination of Housing Cost 
Amounts Eligible for Exclusion or Deduction 
for 2016 [Notice 2016-21] received March 9, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added 
by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 
868); to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

4647. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final and 
temporary regulations — Utility Allowances 
Submetering [TD 9755] (RIN: 1545-BI91) re-
ceived March 9, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 2745. A bill to amend the Clayton 
Act and the Federal Trade Commission Act 
to provide that the Federal Trade Commis-
sion shall exercise authority with respect to 
mergers only under the Clayton Act and only 
in the same procedural manner as the Attor-
ney General exercises such authority (Rept. 
114–449). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2273. A bill to amend 
the Colorado River Storage Project Act to 
authorize the use of the active capacity of 
the Fontenelle Reservoir; with amendments 
(Rept. 114–450). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 4427. A bill to amend section 
203 of the Federal Power Act; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 114–451). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. UPTON: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 2984. A bill to amend the 

Federal Power Act to provide that any inac-
tion by the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission that allows a rate change to go into 
effect shall be treated as an order by the 
Commission for purposes of rehearing and 
court review (Rept. 114–452). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. STIVERS: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 640. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4596) to ensure 
that small business providers of broadband 
Internet access service can devote resources 
to broadband deployment rather than com-
pliance with cumbersome regulatory require-
ments, and providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 3797) to establish the bases by 
which the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency shall issue, imple-
ment, and enforce certain emission limita-
tions and allocations for existing electric 
utility steam generating units that convert 
coal refuse into energy (Rept. 114–453). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself and 
Mr. FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 4729. A bill to provide for the more ac-
curate computation of retirement benefits 
for certain firefighters employed by the Fed-
eral Government; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for 
herself, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. 
BRAT, Mr. BUCK, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. 
MESSER, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
PALMER, Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia, 
Mr. RIBBLE, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. WALK-
ER, Mr. WESTERMAN, and Mr. 
FARENTHOLD): 

H.R. 4730. A bill to provide for a congres-
sional reauthorizing schedule for unauthor-
ized Federal programs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committees on Rules, Appropriations, and 
the Budget, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. LABRADOR (for himself, Mr. 
GOODLATTE, Mr. GOWDY, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, and Mr. COLLINS of Georgia): 

H.R. 4731. A bill to provide for an annual 
adjustment of the number of admissible refu-
gees, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIBBLE (for himself, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. DUFFY, Mr. GROTHMAN, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. POCAN, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, Mr. ROSS, and Mr. AMODEI): 

H.R. 4732. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish rules for 
payment for graduate medical education 
(GME) costs for hospitals that establish a 
new medical residency training program 
after hosting resident rotators for short du-
rations; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 4733. A bill to permit the United 

States Capitol Police to accept certain prop-

erty from other Federal agencies and to dis-
pose of certain property in its possession; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 4734. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-

tion Campaign Act of 1971 to permit can-
didates for election for Federal office to des-
ignate an individual who will be authorized 
to disburse funds of the authorized campaign 
committees of the candidate in the event of 
the death of the candidate; to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 4735. A bill to establish a working cap-

ital fund for the Architect of the Capitol, to 
permit the Architect of the Capitol to use 
certain funds to operate a shuttle service for 
Members and employees of Congress to trav-
el to and from the House Office Buildings, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committees on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and Appropriations, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MACARTHUR: 
H.R. 4736. A bill to remove from the John 

H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources System 
certain properties in New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 
H.R. 4737. A bill to protect State and Tribal 

sovereignty from unwarranted infringement 
by an independent agency of the Federal gov-
ernment by requiring the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection to justify cer-
tain proposals to preempt State and Tribal 
law, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. RUPPERSBERGER (for himself 
and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 4738. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce, acting through the Adminis-
trator of the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, to establish a con-
stituent-driven program to provide a digital 
information platform capable of efficiently 
integrating coastal data with decision-sup-
port tools, training, and best practices and 
to support collection of priority coastal 
geospatial data to inform and improve local, 
State, regional, and Federal capacities to 
manage the coastal region, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. TAKAI (for himself, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, and Ms. 
GABBARD): 

H. Con. Res. 124. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the 75th anniversary of the attack 
on Pearl Harbor and the lasting significance 
of National Pearl Harbor Remembrance Day; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in 
addition to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (for himself, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. BROWN of Flor-
ida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CLAY, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Mr. DELANEY, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. FATTAH, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. COHEN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, 
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, 
Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, and Ms. SLAUGH-
TER): 

H. Res. 638. A resolution recognizing the 
life and legacy of Henrietta Lacks in honor 
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of Women’s History Month; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin: 
H. Res. 639. A resolution authorizing the 

Speaker to appear as amicus curiae on behalf 
of the House of Representatives in the mat-
ter of United States, et al. v. Texas, et al., 
No. 15-674; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FOSTER (for himself, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
RANGEL, and Mrs. LAWRENCE): 

H. Res. 641. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of March 14, 2016, as ‘‘Na-
tional Pi Day’’; to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. DONOVAN, 
Mr. DENT, Mr. SIMPSON, and Mr. 
BUCK): 

H. Res. 642. A resolution recognizing magic 
as a rare and valuable art form and national 
treasure; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 
H.R. 4729. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 
H.R. 4730. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 7, Clause 1: ‘‘All Bills for 

raising Revenue shall originate in the House 
of Representatives; but the Senate may pro-
pose or concur with amendments as on other 
Bills.’’ 

Article I, Section 9, Clause 7: ‘‘No Money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law; 
and a regular Statement and Account of the 
Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time.’’ 

By Mr. LABRADOR: 
H.R. 4731. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 4 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution—The Congress shall have 
Power to establish a uniform Rule of Natu-
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject 
of Bankruptcies throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. RIBBLE: 
H.R. 4732. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I of the Constitution grants Con-

gress the authority to regulate interstate 
commerce. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 4733. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 4734. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 4, of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 

H.R. 4735. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I. 
By Mr. MACARTHUR: 

H.R. 4736. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Clause 8, Section 1 

By Mr. MULVANEY: 
H.R. 4737. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1. ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. ‘‘To regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18. ‘‘To make 
all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.’’ 

By Mr. RUPPERSBERGER: 
H.R. 4738. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Commerce Clause 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 27: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 183: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 184: Mr. PITTENGER. 
H.R. 228: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 
H.R. 244: Mr. JOYCE and Mr. BOUSTANY. 
H.R. 288: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 292: Mr. ASHFORD and Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 347: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 430: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 
H.R. 540: Mr. NADLER and Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 563: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 581: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 605: Mr. CRAMER and Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 619: Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 624: Mr. WELCH and Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 664: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 793: Mr. BOUSTANY. 
H.R. 799: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 800: Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H.R. 816: Mr. BARR. 
H.R. 822: Mr. POMPEO and Mrs. ELLMERS of 

North Carolina. 
H.R. 842: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 846: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 923: Mr. JORDAN and Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 953: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 986: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 1112: Mr. WELCH and Mr. STEWART. 
H.R. 1117: Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 1196: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 1197: Mr. ZINKE. 
H.R. 1198: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 1220: Mr. CROWLEY and Mrs. WALORSKI. 
H.R. 1221: Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 1336: Mrs. BLACK and Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 1356: Mr. PETERSON, Mr. BEN RAY 

LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, and Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 

H.R. 1422: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1427: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mr. 

NADLER. 
H.R. 1453: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 1516: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 1545: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 
H.R. 1550: Mr. DUFFY and Mr. THOMPSON of 

California. 
H.R. 1586: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 1625: Mr. BERA. 
H.R. 1628: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 1643: Mr. MARINO. 
H.R. 1650: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 1655: Ms. STEFANIK and Mr. DONOVAN. 
H.R. 1706: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 1728: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1814: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Ms. 

BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 1854: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 1859: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1887: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 1894: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 1948: Mr. DESAULNIER and Mr. BEN 

RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
H.R. 2009: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 2096: Mr. MARINO. 
H.R. 2170: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. TAKAI, and 

Mr. NEAL. 
H.R. 2216: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2257: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 2404: Mr. RICHMOND and Mr. 

BUCHANAN. 
H.R. 2407: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 2450: Mr. KEATING and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2460: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama and Mrs. 

LOWEY. 
H.R. 2461: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 2500: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. TED 

LIEU of California, and Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 2589: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 

CRAMER, and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 2622: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 
H.R. 2698: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan and Mr. 

STEWART. 
H.R. 2716: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 2739: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr. 

DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2799: Mr. ASHFORD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. 

CRAMER, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, and Mrs. BLACK. 

H.R. 2876: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 2896: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 

TURNER, and Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. 
H.R. 2901: Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 2903: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 

MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
COHEN. 

H.R. 2972: Mr. HINOJOSA, and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2980: Mr. KIND, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. 

COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 2998: Mr. BLUM. 
H.R. 3011: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 3048: Mr. GUINTA, Mr. TIPTON, Ms. 

GRANGER, and Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 3051: Ms. ADAMS and Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 3096: Mr. MOULTON, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 

Mr. RUSH, Ms. NORTON, and Ms. TITUS. 
H.R. 3119: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. STIVERS, Ms. 

WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. POCAN, Mr. DOLD, 
Mr. KIND, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. DENT. 

H.R. 3164: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 
H.R. 3209: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3222: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. LAMBORN, and 

Mr. FLEMING. 
H.R. 3225: Mr. MARINO and Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 3229: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 3235: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Ms. NORTON, 

Mr. ASHFORD, Ms. MATSUI, and Mrs. DAVIS of 
California. 

H.R. 3323: Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 3326: Mr. PERRY and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 3526: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 
H.R. 3535: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 3559: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3673: Mr. WESTERMAN. 
H.R. 3684: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 3706: Mr. TROTT. 
H.R. 3712: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 3713: Mr. HONDA. 
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H.R. 3779: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 3799: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 3880: Mr. TIPTON. 
H.R. 3886: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 3892: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. KELLY of 

Pennsylvania, Mr. HUNTER, Mrs. MILLER of 
Michigan, and Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 

H.R. 3913: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 3926: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 3948: Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 4055: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 4062: Ms. MCSALLY. 
H.R. 4075: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H.R. 4087: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 4118: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 4165: Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 4172: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 4336: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. 

BONAMICI, Mr. AMODEI, and Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 4342: Mr. REED. 
H.R. 4365: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. POCAN, 

and Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 4371: Mr. ROSKAM and Mr. AUSTIN 

SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 4396: Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 

DESAULNIER, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. WELCH, Mr. KILMER, and Ms. 
PINGREE. 

H.R. 4422: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 4462: Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 4474: Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 4479: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. 

PAYNE, Ms. MOORE, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. GRI-
JALVA. 

H.R. 4488: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Mr. KILMER, and Ms. ADAMS. 

H.R. 4497: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 4499: Mr. KNIGHT and Mr. ABRAHAM. 
H.R. 4513: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 4514: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 

FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. QUIGLEY, and Miss 
RICE of New York. 

H.R. 4529: Ms. ADAMS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. HASTINGS, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 4540: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 4543: Mrs. BEATTY and Ms. JUDY CHU 

of California. 
H.R. 4567: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 4570: Mr. FATTAH, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 

DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Ms. JUDY CHU of California, and Ms. CLARKE 
of New York. 

H.R. 4585: Mr. COHEN, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. 
KILMER, and Mr. LEWIS. 

H.R. 4592: Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Ms. KUSTER, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of 
California, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. PALLONE, 

Mr. WALZ, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Mr. KIND, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Ms. MENG, Ms. LEE, Ms. BROWN 
of Florida, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GUTHRIE, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. WHITFIELD, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 4595: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 4599: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 4611: Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 

RANGEL, Ms. NORTON, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 4612: Mr. ROUZER, Mr. HENSARLING, 
and Mr. BABIN. 

H.R. 4615: Ms. BROWNLEY of California. 
H.R. 4623: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 4625: Miss RICE of New York, Ms. 

DEGETTE, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York, and Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 4626: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. 
DENHAM, and Mr. HIGGINS. 

H.R. 4633: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, and Mr. RICHMOND. 

H.R. 4640: Mr. COFFMAN and Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK. 

H.R. 4642: Ms. HAHN. 
H.R. 4653: Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. CASTOR of 

Florida, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. 
ESHOO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 4665: Ms. NORTON and Mr. SIMPSON. 
H.R. 4681: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. MOORE, 

Ms. LEE, Mr. CLAY, Ms. NORTON, Ms. BROWN 
of Florida, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. VELA. 

H.R. 4683: Mr. GIBSON and Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 4694: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. 
H.R. 4705: Mr. ROONEY of Florida. 
H.R. 4715: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, 

Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mrs. MIMI 
WALTERS of California, and Mr. LOUDERMILK. 

H.R. 4722: Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. RENACCI. 
H. Con. Res. 19: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
H. Con. Res. 40: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. CLAY, 

Mr. LEWIS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. 
LAWRENCE, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. SCOTT 
of Virginia, Ms. MOORE, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Mr. TED 
LIEU of California. 

H. Con. Res. 75: Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. ZELDIN, 
Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. 
NORCROSS, Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. ROUZER, and Mrs. 
NOEM. 

H. Con. Res. 88: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of Cali-
fornia. 

H. Con. Res. 96: Mr. RICHMOND. 
H. Res. 540 : Mr. TONKO. 
H. Res. 586: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 
H. Res. 591: Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 

SIMPSON, Mr. GUINTA, Mr. THORNBERRY, and 
Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H. Res. 600: Ms. GABBARD and Mr. RICH-
MOND. 

H. Res. 605: Mr. TAKANO and Mr. CHAFFETZ. 
H. Res. 610: Mr. JONES. 
H. Res. 617: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Mr. 

COOK. 
H. Res. 625: Mr. VARGAS. 
H. Res. 630: Miss RICE of New York. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. SHUSTER 

H.R. 4721 does not contain any congres-
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim-
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI. 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative PALLONE, or a designee, to H.R. 
3797, the SENSE Act, does not contain any 
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene-
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in 
clause 9 of rule XXI. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

50. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Union County Board of Chosen 
Freeholders, NJ, relative to Resolution: 2016– 
183, supporting the President of the United 
States of America’s current position and ex-
ecutive actions in regard to the Deferred Ac-
tion for Childhood Arrivals and Deferred Ac-
tion for Parents of Americans and Lawful 
Permanent Residents orders; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

51. Also, a petition of Mr. Gregory D. Wat-
son of Austin, TX, relative to urging Con-
gress to enact legislation which would re-
quire that an autopsy be conducted, and the 
results thereof be made public, whenever a 
still-serving President, Vice President, Mem-
ber of Congress, Chief Justice or Associate 
Justice of the Supreme Court, or any Judge 
of any Federal Court dies; jointly to the 
Committees on House Administration, Over-
sight and Government Reform, and the Judi-
ciary. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
God only wise, great is Your faithful-

ness. 
Inspire our lawmakers to focus on 

Your priorities, striving to do Your 
will on Earth even as it is done in 
Heaven. During moments of confusion, 
help them to whisper a prayer for Your 
wisdom. Remind them that You desire 
that they set their affection on the 
things above that will live beyond time 
into eternity. May they not forget that 
You expect them to be accountable to 
You and to be stewards of their talents 
and abilities. Lord, fill them with Your 
Spirit so that they will mount up with 
wings like eagles, running without 
weariness and walking without faint-
ing. 

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
ERNST). The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

WORKING TOGETHER IN THE 
SENATE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
last week the Senate took decisive ac-
tion to address America’s devastating 
prescription opioid and heroin epi-

demic by passing the Comprehensive 
Addiction and Recovery Act. It is an 
important accomplishment for the 
American people. It is the latest exam-
ple of a Republican Senate leading on 
important issues. It also reminds us 
what can be accomplished when Sen-
ators focus on issues where they can 
agree rather than only fighting about 
issues where they don’t agree. 

It is clear that Democrats and Re-
publicans do not agree on whether the 
American people should have a voice in 
the current Supreme Court vacancy. 
Republicans know the American people 
elected a Republican Senate to be a 
check-and-balance to President Obama. 
We know the next Justice could dra-
matically change the direction of the 
Court for decades. We think the Amer-
ican people deserve a voice in that con-
versation. Democrats would rather the 
President make this incredibly con-
sequential decision on his way out the 
door. This is one issue where we simply 
don’t agree, so let’s keep our focus on 
the areas where we can find agreement 
instead. 

I ask colleagues to join us in con-
tinuing to do our work here in the Sen-
ate. As we do that, the American peo-
ple can continue making their voices 
heard in this important national con-
versation. Passing CARA was a great 
example of what we can get done when 
we work constructively toward solu-
tions. 

This week we will have the oppor-
tunity to make progress on other 
issues, including one I would like to 
mention now. 

Vermont recently passed food-label-
ing legislation that according to one 
study could increase annual food costs 
by more than $1,000 per family. These 
aren’t just Vermont families I am talk-
ing about; these are families all across 
our country. 

The Senate will soon consider com-
monsense, bipartisan legislation that 
aims to ensure that decisions in one 
State or a patchwork of different State 

laws do not hurt American families 
throughout our country—especially at 
a time when so many are already 
struggling to make ends meet. The 
goal is to set clear, science-based 
standards in order to prevent families 
from being unfairly hurt by a patch-
work of conflicting local and State la-
beling laws passed in States and cities 
where they don’t even live. 

I would like to recognize the chair-
man of the Agriculture Committee, 
Senator ROBERTS, for his continuing 
work on this issue. The Agriculture 
Committee moved to pass the chair-
man’s mark last week with bipartisan 
support. I know Chairman ROBERT con-
tinues to work with Senator STABE-
NOW, the ranking member, and others 
across the aisle on a pathway forward 
on legislation we can pass in the Sen-
ate to resolve this issue. I urge Mem-
bers to continue working with him in 
that endeavor. 

Let’s not forget that this may well be 
our last chance to prevent the actions 
of one State—just one State—from 
hurting Americans in all the other 
States. Legislation to address this 
issue passed the House last summer 
with bipartisan support. With coopera-
tion from across the aisle, we can take 
action on a bipartisan basis here on the 
Senate floor as well. 

f 

COAL FAMILIES 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
on one final matter, when President 
Obama was a candidate, he boasted 
that his energy tax policies would 
make electricity prices skyrocket for 
American families. When President 
Obama took office, his administration 
declared a war on coal families and on 
their jobs. For a time, his administra-
tion tried to deny it was declaring war 
on anyone, but now we hear boasting 
from the highest ranks of the Demo-
cratic Party that these policies are 
going to put coal miners out of busi-
ness. 
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Miners in Kentucky and across the 

country know that coal keeps the 
lights on and puts food on the table. 
What they want is to provide for their 
families. But here is how more Demo-
crats seem to view these hard-working 
Americans and their families: just sta-
tistics, just the cost of doing business, 
just obstacles to their ideology. This is 
callous, it is wrong, and it underlines 
the need to stand up for hard-working, 
middle-class coal families. That is 
what I have done here in the Senate. 
That is what I will continue to do. I 
hope our colleagues will join me. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

f 

GENETICALLY MODIFIED FOOD 

Mr. REID. Madam President, GMO, 
genetically modified food—that is basi-
cally what it is. What we want is to 
make sure consumers know what is in 
their food. They deserve clear stand-
ards. They require the disclosure of 
what is in their food, not a voluntary 
standard that Senator ROBERTS is talk-
ing about bringing out of the com-
mittee. All that does is leave con-
sumers in the dark, and that is the 
wrong way to go. 

f 

COAL MINER PENSIONS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I under-
stand the Republican leader’s concern 
about coal not being the way it was. It 
is simply that the American people 
have made a decision that we are going 
to have to look for another way to 
produce energy. There is still a place 
for coal in our society, but everyone 
has to acknowledge that it is not as it 
was a few years ago. 

I wish the Republican leader cared 
more about moving to help the pen-
sions of these coal miners. They are 
desperately looking for support. We 
support them on this side. All the coal 
miners support it. We can get no sup-
port from the Republicans. We tried 
during the work we did at the end of 
the year. We came close, but Repub-
licans said no. 

I want all those coal miners from 
Kentucky and around the country to 
understand that we are trying to help 
them with their pensions, but unless 
we get some help from the Republicans, 
there will be no support. That is too 
bad. We are trying. We are trying. We 
are trying. 

f 

FILLING THE SUPREME COURT 
VACANCY 

Mr. REID. Madam President, Senate 
Republicans have finally admitted that 
their obstruction of President Obama’s 
Supreme Court nominee has nothing to 
do with precedent, it has nothing to do 
with history, it has nothing to do with 

the Constitution, but it has everything 
to do with partisan politics. 

Last Thursday, Democrats on the 
Senate Judiciary Committee forced 
Chairman GRASSLEY and the com-
mittee Republicans to debate the Su-
preme Court vacancy during a markup. 
Remember, this is the same markup 
the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, Senator GRASSLEY, canceled a 
week earlier because he and Repub-
licans didn’t want to make the meeting 
open to the public. He tried to have a 
secret meeting; Democrats wouldn’t 
agree. 

On last Thursday when they finally 
had a meeting, the senior Senator from 
South Carolina, a Republican, said: 

We are setting a precedent here today, Re-
publicans are, that in the last year at least 
of a lame duck eight-year term—I would say 
it’s going to be a four-year term—that you’re 
not going to fill a vacancy of the Supreme 
Court based on what we’re doing here today. 
We’re headed to changing the rules, probably 
in a permanent fashion. 

I applaud Senator GRAHAM’s forth-
rightness in admitting what his Repub-
lican colleagues refuse to admit: Their 
obstruction of a Supreme Court nomi-
nee is unprecedented. The senior Sen-
ator from South Carolina said that, 
and that is what I have been saying. 

So the question then remains, if de-
nying President Obama’s nominee a 
meeting, a hearing, and a vote has 
nothing to do with Senate precedent, 
then what is this all about? Fortu-
nately, last Thursday also yielded an 
answer to that question. During an 
interview with a Wisconsin radio sta-
tion, the Republican Senator from Wis-
consin, Senator RON JOHNSON, was 
asked if he would treat a Supreme 
Court nominee from a Republican 
President differently. He answered: 

Generally, and this is the way it works out 
politically . . . if a conservative president’s 
replacing a conservative justice, there’s a 
little more accommodation to it. 

The Senator from Wisconsin admit-
ted that he and his colleagues would 
accommodate the Supreme Court nom-
ination from a Republican President. 
So Senate Republicans are talking out 
of both sides of their mouths. Repub-
licans claim they are simply adhering 
to precedent, even as they admit they 
are permanently changing the way the 
Senate treats Supreme Court nomi-
nees. 

Republicans claim they want to give 
the American people a voice. That is 
what elections are all about. President 
Obama’s reelection was the American 
people’s voice. 

Republicans claim—I repeat—they 
want to give the American people a 
voice and wait until after a new Presi-
dent is sworn in, even while admitting 
they would consider a Republican 
President’s nominee right now. It 
doesn’t make sense. It is illogical. It is 
unfair. 

The American people do not accept 
this duplicitous posturing. They don’t 
accept it as a rationalization for why 
Republicans won’t do their jobs. 

Over the weekend, the editorial board 
of Iowa City Press-Citizen—the Pre-
siding Officer’s home State—made 
clear what they want Senator GRASS-
LEY and Senate Republicans to do: 
They want Republicans to follow the 
Constitution. 

Partisan posturing to score points at the 
expense of Constitutional process doesn’t 
change character based on the letter next to 
a lawmaker’s name. . . . Currently, a Demo-
crat is in the White House as this pitched 
battle is fought, but were the roles reversed, 
we would not alter our position. If, down the 
line, a Supreme Court Justice retired or died 
in a presidential election year with a Repub-
lican in power, we would similarly urge a 
fair hearing for that president’s nominee. 

The Senate’s constitutional duty 
transcends partisan bickering. The peo-
ple of Iowa and America don’t want a 
Senate that treats its constitutional 
duties differently based on who is in 
the White House. They want a Senate 
that does its job. They want Repub-
licans to do their jobs. 

So I say to my Republican col-
leagues, enough with the hollow ex-
cuses and groundless rationalizations. 
Do your jobs and give President 
Obama’s Supreme Court nominee a 
meeting, a hearing, and a vote. 

Madam President, there is another 
aspect of this Supreme Court fight we 
must address. Already, as we know, Re-
publicans are resorting to what they 
call piñata politics. That is what Sen-
ator CORNYN promised. Radical con-
servative groups are starting to run 
smear campaigns targeting President 
Obama’s potential Supreme Court 
nominees. One of those potential nomi-
nees is from Iowa. 

One such ad from the Judicial Crisis 
Network, a dark money, rightwing po-
litical organization that operates in 
total secrecy—not knowing where its 
money comes from; probably the Koch 
brothers because they fund most every-
thing else—is especially appalling. The 
ad takes aim at an Iowan serving on 
the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals, 
Judge Jane Kelly. The accusations lev-
eled against Judge Kelly are des-
picable, and they deserve to be an-
swered by her home State Senator—I 
should say Senators. 

Senator GRASSLEY is on record as 
having strongly supported Judge 
Kelly’s confirmation to the Eighth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals. It was he who 
came to the floor in 2013 and read from 
a letter stating that Judge Kelly is ‘‘a 
forthright woman of high integrity and 
honest character . . . and exceptionally 
keen intellect.’’ It was Senator GRASS-
LEY who told his colleagues at about 
the same time: ‘‘I am pleased to sup-
port her confirmation and urge my col-
leagues to join me.’’ And Senator 
GRASSLEY’s Judicial Committee, of 
which he was a senior member, even 
helped vet Judge Kelly’s record before 
endorsing her confirmation to the 
bench. 

If there was something wrong with 
her judicial nomination, he certainly 
didn’t find it. Yet Senator GRASSLEY 
has been silent in the wake of these re-
cent smears against Judge Kelly. I 
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know the senior Senator from Iowa has 
been busy listening to what the Repub-
lican leader’s line is on the Supreme 
Court vacancy, but this disgusting 
rightwing attack from Republicans to 
a fellow Iowan—a judge he enthusiasti-
cally supported—demands a response. 

Senator GRASSLEY needs to tell the 
people of Iowa whether he supports the 
smear campaign that his own Repub-
licans are hurling at Judge Jane Kelly. 
Does he support the smear campaign? 
That is a question that needs to be an-
swered, especially since the Judicial 
Crisis Network—this rightwing, se-
cretly funded by dark money—has been 
in lockstep with Senator GRASSLEY’s 
obstruction and even praising him 
while at the same time smearing Judge 
Kelly. 

If he doesn’t go on record, he needs to 
do something. I can’t imagine why he 
wouldn’t go on record denouncing this 
type of disgusting rhetoric. I look for-
ward to the senior Senator from Iowa 
setting the record straight on his fel-
low Iowan and a judge whom he person-
ally endorsed. 

Madam President, there is no one on 
the floor. Will the Chair announce the 
business of the day. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 4 
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. BALDWIN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

FILLING THE SUPREME COURT 
VACANCY 

Ms. BALDWIN. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak about something 
that guides the work of each and every 
one of us—the U.S. Constitution. Each 
and every one of us has taken an oath 
of office to support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States. We all 
solemnly swear that we will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the Constitu-
tion and that we will faithfully dis-
charge the duties of our office. Have 
some of the Senate Republicans forgot-
ten this? 

Last week a colleague was asked in a 
radio interview on a Wisconsin radio 
station if Republicans would be more 
likely to advance a Supreme Court 

nomination had a Republican been 
elected President in 2012. He said: 
‘‘Generally, and this is the way it 
works out politically, if you’re replac-
ing—if a conservative president’s re-
placing a conservative justice, there’s a 
little more accommodation to it.’’ Do 
Senate Republicans really believe that 
they need a Republican President sim-
ply to do their jobs? 

I would like to remind my colleagues 
that President Obama was elected to a 
4-year term in 2012 with over 65 million 
votes. The American people decided 
who our President is, and according to 
the Constitution, the term the Presi-
dent earned has more than 300 days re-
maining. The voices of those 65 million 
Americans need to be heard and re-
spected despite how much some people 
want to silence them, disrespect them, 
and ignore them. 

On Supreme Court vacancies, the 
Constitution is also clear. Under arti-
cle II of the Constitution, the Presi-
dent shall appoint judges to the Su-
preme Court and the Senate’s role is to 
provide advice and consent. It is the 
constitutional duty of the President to 
select a Supreme Court nominee, and 
the Senate has the responsibility to 
give that nominee fair consideration 
with a timely hearing and a timely 
vote. 

It is deeply troubling to me and the 
people for whom I work in Wisconsin 
that the Republican majority would 
choose not to fulfill their constitu-
tional duty. Before the President has 
even made a nomination to fill the cur-
rent vacancy, a number of Senators 
have announced that they will not per-
form their constitutional duty. This 
not only runs contrary to the process 
that the Framers envisioned in article 
II, but it runs counter to our Nation’s 
history. 

Now, some of my colleagues have 
claimed that the Senate history sup-
ports their historic obstruction. This is 
simply false. In fact, six Justices have 
been confirmed in Presidential election 
years since 1900, including Louis Bran-
deis, Benjamin Cardozo, and Repub-
lican appointee Anthony Kennedy, who 
was confirmed by a Democratic-con-
trolled Senate during President Ronald 
Reagan’s last year in office. 

Recently, one of my colleagues on 
the other side suggested that the nomi-
nation and confirmation process for a 
Supreme Court Justice—perhaps just 
this impending Supreme Court nomina-
tion—would be nothing more than 
playing pinata. I would like to point 
out that when playing pinata, children 
are typically blindfolded, spun around 
in circles, and then they take a whack 
at the pinata with either a bat or stick. 
It is as if my Republican colleagues 
have become dizzied by what they are 
hearing around them—perhaps Donald 
Trump’s divisive rhetoric. 

Do they see a Supreme Court nomi-
nee as nothing more than something to 
whack over and over, like a pinata? 
The violence of the metaphor is prob-
lematic. Have they lost faith and alle-
giance in their constitutional duties? 

Today, the American people deserve 
a full and functioning Supreme Court, 
not an empty seat on the highest Court 
in the land. The American people can-
not afford partisan obstruction that 
threatens the integrity of our democ-
racy and the functioning of our con-
stitutional government. 

In my home State of Wisconsin, peo-
ple get it. A recent poll there done by 
Marquette University showed a major-
ity of the people believe that the Sen-
ate should hold hearings and a vote on 
a nominee this year. A majority of Wis-
consinites also said they believe that 
leaving this seat on our highest Court 
vacant for more than a year will hurt 
the U.S. Supreme Court’s ability to do 
its job. They are right, and their mes-
sage to Washington and the Republican 
majority is simple: Do your job so the 
Supreme Court can do its job on behalf 
of all of the American people. The 
American people deserve better than a 
long-term vacancy that could jeop-
ardize the administration of justice 
across our whole country. 

So I call on my colleagues to join to-
gether on behalf of the American peo-
ple to fulfill our constitutional obliga-
tion of restoring the U.S. Supreme 
Court to its full strength. 

In the spirit of cooperation, in the 
spirit of bipartisanship, I call on Sen-
ate Republicans to end their partisan 
obstruction and do their jobs. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kansas. 
f 

TRAGEDY IN KANSAS AND 
IMMIGRATION REFORM 

Mr. MORAN. Madam President, I 
wish to address the Senate in regard to 
a terrible tragedy that has occurred in 
our State. I start with the premise that 
our immigration system is terribly 
broken and the consequences of flawed 
immigration policies exhibit them-
selves across our society. It is hard to 
understand why nothing has been done 
to address certain obviously dangerous 
vulnerabilities and specific problems 
that put American lives at risk. 

Sanctuary city policies and indiffer-
ence about prosecution of illegal immi-
grants arrested for dangerous crimes 
and the tolerance of bureaucratic red-
tape by the administration all con-
tribute to a dangerous degrading of the 
criminal justice system. The failure to 
address illegal immigration at all lev-
els of government has been accounted 
for in lost lives. 

Sometimes a government failure is 
just annoying. Sometimes it is deadly. 
Decades of broken immigration policy 
contributed to the situation that led to 
the murder of four people in Kansas 
and another in Missouri. The victims 
are Michael Capps, 41 years old, Jake 
Waters, 36 years old, Clint Harter, 27 
years old, and Austin Harter, 29 years 
old, all of Kansas City, KS, and Randy 
Nordman, 49 years old, of New Flor-
ence, MO. The man suspected of taking 
these lives is an illegal immigrant—a 
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man who has unlawfully entered the 
United States three times. He has been 
arrested over and over. He has repeat-
edly demonstrated that he is a serious 
threat. Yet, despite these red flags, the 
system failed, and this man was free 
and able to commit these barbaric acts. 

The extent of the systemic break-
down in this case is sickening. How 
criminal suspects unlawfully in the 
country are processed is a failure. The 
policies are terribly ineffective. In the 
current system, justice is delayed by 
bureaucracy or obstructed, in some 
cases, amazingly, by design. A broken 
system—some people prefer it that way 
and work to make it so. Others simply 
permit it to persist. Regardless, this 
has resulted in horrific crimes. 

Sanctuary city policies and the laws 
that enable them must be fixed before 
the unnecessary loss of innocent life 
happens again. Failure to do so only al-
lows more crimes like these murders 
and the spree of criminal behavior that 
preceded them. 

Congress needs to act now. The Presi-
dent needs to act now. The Department 
of Homeland Security needs to act 
now. Local governments and law en-
forcement agencies need to act now. 

The Senate’s attempt to do just that 
has been stymied, but we must not give 
up on an effort to secure our Nation 
and protect Americans from harm. 
Failure to address these problems will 
only make the problems worse and will 
make them more difficult to solve 
later. Continuing the status quo means 
empowering career offenders, 
incentivizing law-evading behavior, im-
peding the prosecution of crime, and 
releasing dangerous and habitually un-
lawful individuals who have no place in 
our communities. 

The victims of crime like last week’s 
horrors in Kansas City have been failed 
by their communities and by their po-
litical leaders. Americans and our com-
munities will continue to pay the price 
for the failure of our immigration sys-
tem and the refusal of policymakers to 
work together to fix it. 

Americans and their families will 
continue to pay—hopefully not again 
in the loss of life, but how can we guar-
antee that? We must act quickly. We 
must act now to correct these imme-
diate problems, improve our Nation’s 
broken immigration policies and laws, 
and stop the terrible consequences. 

The loss of life is a terrible thing, 
and probably in this circumstance had 
no reason to happen, would not have 
happened if jobs had been done. 

Kansans, Kansas families, Ameri-
cans, American families deserve much, 
much better. These victims and their 
families—we honor them today, we 
offer our condolences and provide our 
sympathies—but these individuals and 
their families deserved better. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
f 

NOMINATION OF JOHN KING 
Mr. LANKFORD. Madam President, I 

rise to speak on the nomination of 

John King to be Secretary of Edu-
cation. 

Dr. King has impressive credentials 
and an inspiring personal story. I have 
had the opportunity to meet with him 
and discuss his leadership and his view 
of the law. 

I shared with Dr. King that in the 
view of many legal experts and school 
officials across the country, the De-
partment of Education has been bul-
lying schools to comply with policies 
that simply do not have the force of 
law. This coercive use of power, how-
ever well intentioned, is wrong and it 
is unlawful. 

Leadership requires making sure that 
those serving within the Department 
conduct themselves in full compliance 
with the law. 

I have an obligation to the people of 
Oklahoma to ensure that the Presi-
dent’s nominees adhere to the law. Re-
grettably, Dr. King has refused to com-
mit to stopping these regulatory 
abuses if he were confirmed. For that 
reason, I will oppose his nomination 
today. 

For far too long we have witnessed 
executive overreach in this administra-
tion. From the Clean Power Plan to 
waters of the United States, Federal 
departments and agencies have usurped 
the power to invent law with increas-
ing boldness. The Department of Edu-
cation overreach is similar in this 
kind. 

Instead of promulgating rules that 
conflict with congressional intent, the 
Department of Education is skirting 
the rulemaking process altogether by 
issuing guidance documents they call 
Dear Colleague letters. Guidance docu-
ments cannot and do not have the force 
of law. Guidance documents may only 
interpret existing obligations found in 
statute or regulation. 

Some agencies complain that the 
rulemaking process is too long and it 
requires too much public input, so it is 
easier just to say that the new rule 
simply interprets an existing rule, and 
then skip the compliance with the Ad-
ministrative Procedures Act that is re-
quired for a new rule. It is complete 
irony that agencies see regulatory 
compliance as too burdensome, so they 
impose new regulatory guidance on 
States, local governments, tribes, and 
private institutions at a faster pace, 
and those institutions have no way to 
fight the rules—only comply. 

Let me give an example from the De-
partment of Education’s Office of Civil 
Rights. They have a great responsi-
bility to promote our shared American 
values of equal opportunity, ensuring 
gender equality, and to work with fed-
erally funded schools to prohibit sexual 
harassment and sexual violence. As the 
father of two daughters, I fully support 
the objectives of Title IX and condemn 
all forms of sexual discrimination. 

But the Office of Civil Rights en-
forcement authority comes from Title 
IX of the Education Amendments of 
1972 bill, and those Office of Civil 
Rights Dear Colleague letters that are 

now being put out there supposedly no-
tify schools of their obligations under 
Title IX. 

Two of the Office of Civil Rights Dear 
Colleagues letters significantly expand 
school liability by prescribing policies 
required neither by Title IX nor by 
OCR’s regulations. I am particularly 
concerned with OCR’s 2010 Dear Col-
league letter on harassment and bul-
lying and a 2011 letter on sexual vio-
lence. 

These letters respectively prohibit 
conduct and require procedures not re-
quired by law. For example, the 2010 
letter says that making sexual jokes or 
distributing sexually explicit pictures 
or creating emails or Web sites of a 
sexual nature can be actionable under 
Title IX. Well, regardless of what one 
personally thinks about abhorrent 
things like what I have just described, 
the First Amendment protects all 
forms of speech, and no part of our 
Federal Government can dictate what 
is said and not allowed to be said on a 
university campus. The 2010 letter 
leaves schools to wonder whether they 
should police certain speech on their 
campus or fear a Title IX investiga-
tion. 

The 2011 letter requires schools to 
change their Title IX disciplinary pro-
cedures to require what is called a pre-
ponderance-of-the-evidence standard of 
proof. This means that the decision-
maker is 51 percent sure a student 
committed an act of sexual assault or 
sexual violence. But the Office of Civil 
Rights doesn’t require many due proc-
ess protections for the accused that he 
or she would enjoy being provided in a 
court of law. 

The Office of Civil Rights said it was 
merely interpreting the ‘‘equitable res-
olution’’ standard that is in the law. So 
it changed, creating a new standard 
and saying it is just interpreting some 
equitable standard that is in the law— 
a standard that no other administra-
tion has ever applied. 

If these policies had been subjected 
to notice-and-comment rulemaking, I 
wouldn’t be standing here today. When 
agencies follow the law, notice and 
comment allows for public input and 
leads to better regulatory outcomes. 

But universities never got that 
chance. So on January 7, 2016, I asked 
the Department of Education a simple 
question: From where in the text do 
you derive this new authority? Where 
is it in the law that you created this 
new policy? Because the Department of 
Education can’t create a new law; they 
can simply promulgate rules from ex-
isting law. That is a pretty basic ques-
tion: Where did it come from in the 
law? 

Unfortunately, the Department of 
Education did not answer my question. 
They sent me a letter back, but in 
their response they insisted that they 
have the authority to issue guidance 
under Title IX and cited general abili-
ties in the statute. They also cited 
prior guidance documents, which are 
also not legal documents. You can’t 
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make a new guidance off of old guid-
ance documents. 

So on March 24, 2016, I replied back 
to them, pointing out that the 2010 and 
2011 letters did, in fact, create new pol-
icy. In my reply, I also expressed con-
cern over the reliance by the Office of 
Civil Rights on letters of findings to 
support their policy requiring the pre-
ponderance-of-the-evidence standard. 
But these letters are not binding on 
other schools, either. In fact, they 
show that the Office for Civil Rights 
looks to and has enforced these policies 
enumerated only in ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ 
letters across the country. 

Legal scholars at Harvard Law and 
Penn Law have argued that the Office 
for Civil Rights’ sexual harassment 
policy was ‘‘inconsistent with the most 
basic principles we teach.’’ Title IX 
was not written and has never been 
said to imperil these ‘‘basic prin-
ciples,’’ as the professors pointed out, 
which include free speech, due process, 
and adherence to good administrative 
procedures. To me, this is evidence 
that the ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ letters 
changed the application of title IX and 
its regulatory landscape in funda-
mental ways. These policy changes 
should be subject to rulemaking proc-
ess, not just inventing new guidelines. 

Other prominent voices have also 
stated their concerns with the sub-
stance of and the manner in which the 
guidance documents were issued. Take, 
for example, the director of the civil 
liberties-minded Foundation for Indi-
vidual Rights and Education, known as 
FIRE, who stated that ‘‘OCR has con-
sistently avoided giving real answers 
to questions about its power to issue 
regulations outside the bounds of the 
law. It cannot avoid accountability for-
ever.’’ 

An analysis from Inside Higher Ed, a 
respected news outlet for the postsec-
ondary education community, stated: 

Last week, the Department clarified in a 
letter . . . that the Dear Colleague letter 
acts only as a guidance for college and does 
not ‘‘carry the force of law.’’ But many col-
lege presidents and lawyers argue that the 
Department’s Office for Civil Rights treats 
the guidance far more than as a series of rec-
ommendations. Instead, they say, OCR uses 
the letter to determine which colleges are in 
violation of Title IX and to threaten the fed-
eral funding of those that don’t follow every 
suggestion. Some Department officials have 
recently said there are clear ‘‘musts’’ and 
clear ‘‘shoulds’’ in the guidance, though col-
leges say the Office for Civil Rights does not 
seem to clearly differentiate between the 
two. Attempts to clarify which parts of the 
letter should be read as hard regulations and 
which should be considered recommenda-
tions have only led to more confusion and 
frustration. 

That from this well-respected entity. 
The publication also quotes Terry 

Hartle of the American Council on 
Education saying that ‘‘the depart-
ment’s political leadership can say or 
write whatever they want, but where 
the rubber meets the road is where the 
Office for Civil Rights shows up to in-
vestigate cases on campus, and in those 
cases they consistently treat every sin-

gle word of the guidance as an absolute 
mandate.’’ 

Kent Talbert, a lawyer who served as 
general counsel at the Department of 
Education from 2006 until 2009, went on 
the record to say that the response to 
my letter that I got back from Dr. 
King and from the Department of Edu-
cation ‘‘glosses over’’ concerns regard-
ing whether the Department cir-
cumvented notice-and-comment rule-
making. 

Hans Bader, another former attorney 
in the Office for Civil Rights, charac-
terized OCR’s response as a ‘‘question- 
begging rationalization’’ that did not 
‘‘address the criticisms . . . made by 
many lawyers and law professors.’’ Mr. 
Bader went on to say that ‘‘the 2011 
Dear Colleague letter that was the sub-
ject of Senator LANKFORD’s questions is 
just the tip of the iceberg when it 
comes to the Education Department 
imposing new legal rules out of thin 
air, without codifying them in the Code 
of Federal Regulations, or complying 
with the notice-and-comment require-
ments of the Administrative Procedure 
Act.’’ 

Commentator George Will penned an 
op-ed on the same issue as my letter, 
and he said that when the Department 
argues ‘‘its ‘guidance’ letters do not 
have the force of law—it’s a distinction 
without a difference.’’ 

Last week in my conversations with 
Dr. King about the Department of Edu-
cation’s practice of issuing guidance in 
lieu of rulemaking as required by law, 
he stated that if a school has a prob-
lem, they can challenge the Depart-
ment in court, basically saying: If the 
schools have a problem with our guid-
ance, they can sue us. 

Were the Office for Civil Rights to 
take adverse action against a school 
for failure to comply with the guidance 
documents and if that school fought 
back in court, I believe that school 
would prevail. In fact, the legislative 
and policy director for FIRE said that 
institutions ‘‘would be on very solid 
ground in challenging OCR because 
OCR’s statements and policies clearly 
skirted the notice-and-comment re-
quirements.’’ But you tell me what 
school would have an incentive to ac-
cept the existential threat that litiga-
tion poses to their university when 
they file suit against the Office for 
Civil Rights? They risk reputational 
harm, legal penalties, and recision of 
Federal funding, all because the OCR 
thinks no one would actually sue them. 
Many schools decide the risk is not 
worth the reward, and the Department 
of Education knows it. 

While individual companies or entire 
industries can and often do fight back 
against regulatory overreach from the 
Department of Labor or EPA, the De-
partment of Education is in a position 
to hold Federal funding ransom if uni-
versities don’t comply with its policies 
even when those policies are unlawful 
abuses of regulatory power. This is un-
acceptable. 

Just because we share an objective of 
equality and school safety doesn’t 

mean we can turn a blind eye to a Fed-
eral department running roughshod 
over the very regulatory process we re-
quire. Here the ends certainly do not 
justify the means, and schools and the 
very students we want to protect suffer 
as a result. 

I do want to stress that I admire Dr. 
King’s dedication to bettering our Na-
tion’s schools. All Americans are un-
doubtedly enriched by contributions 
made by such conscientious and excep-
tional educators. I thank him for his 
previous time of service, which is an 
impressive record. 

Likewise, I appreciate that these 
guidance documents predate Dr. King’s 
service at the Department and that he 
had no role in overseeing their develop-
ment or issuance, but when asked to 
reexamine them and the process of how 
they were created, he protected them 
instead of acknowledging the problem 
with the process. That tells me there 
are more ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ letters 
coming to our schools, and this agency 
will continue to make up the rules in a 
vacuum and threaten Federal funding 
for those who dare not comply. 

As part of my continuing discussions 
with the Office for Civil Rights, the De-
partment has assured me they will 
take steps to clarify the interpretive 
role of guidance, increase trans-
parency, and enhance opportunity for 
public input. I am encouraged that the 
Office for Civil Rights has committed 
to these improvements, and I look for-
ward to a continued discussion on how 
better guidance practices, both in the 
Office for Civil Rights and across the 
entire government, can actually occur. 
Unfortunately, these proposals don’t 
answer the questions I have asked Dr. 
King, nor do they in any way address 
the fundamental problems with the 
2010 or 2011 ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ letters or 
the Office for Civil Rights’ broader 
practice of issuing guidance in lieu of 
rulemaking. Because I have not re-
ceived a full answer to the questions I 
asked the Department and because Dr. 
King does not acknowledge that this 
overreach is even occurring within the 
agency he is nominated to lead, I have 
no choice but to oppose his nomination 
today. 

Time will tell whether this Depart-
ment of Education is about to take a 
new direction with new leadership or 
whether they will continue the same 
path of coercive overreach they have 
already been on. This needs to stop. 
The American people require a voice in 
the rulemaking process, and I hope this 
can press on today. 

With that, I yield the floor. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
John B. King, of New York, to be Sec-
retary of Education. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 90 
minutes of debate equally divided in 
the usual form. 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LANKFORD. I ask unanimous 

consent that all time during quorum 
calls between 4 p.m. and 5:30 p.m. today 
be equally divided in the usual form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LANKFORD. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. COTTON. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION 
Mr. COTTON. Madam President, last 

Thursday the Democratic candidates 
for President had a debate. They made 
several extremely irresponsible state-
ments about immigration policy. I op-
pose their calls to reward mass illegal 
immigration with blanket amnesty, 
which would undermine the rule of law, 
cost Americans jobs, drive down wages 
for working Americans, and invite 
more illegal immigration. 

But what must President Obama 
think? After all, he has attempted to 
grant amnesty by fiat to over 5 million 
illegal immigrants, although the 
courts have blocked most of those am-
nesties for now. Yet the Senator from 
Vermont and Hillary Clinton both in-
sisted that the President hadn’t gone 
far enough. They would expand on his 
actions and go even further. In fact, a 
debate moderator called President 
Obama ‘‘the deporter in chief,’’ and 
Hillary Clinton tacitly accepted the 
characterization, saying she wouldn’t 
deport nearly as many illegal immi-
grants as President Obama has—which 
of course isn’t a terribly high bar to 
clear since deportations are down 42 
percent since the start of President 
Obama’s second term and last year de-
portations hit a 10-year low. Still, I 
can’t imagine President Obama is too 
pleased with his would-be successor. 

I also can’t imagine a more oppor-
tunist and irresponsible position than 
the one taken by Hillary Clinton. As 
she panders for votes, she limited de-
portation priorities to violent crimi-
nals and terrorists. Apparently, Sec-
retary Clinton will welcome con art-
ists, identity thieves, and other non-
violent criminal illegal immigrants 
with outstretched arms into our coun-
try. 

Even more astonishing, she stated 
unequivocally, ‘‘I will not deport chil-
dren. I would not deport children.’’ As 
I stated, this is pure opportunism. For 
instance, I imagine this child shown in 
this poster would have liked Secretary 
Clinton’s policy to have been in effect 
during her husband’s administration. 
This is the famous picture of Elian 
Gonzalez, a 6-year-old Cuban boy who 
reached our shores despite his mother 
tragically dying at sea. Elian’s U.S.- 
based family pleaded with the Clinton 
administration to grant him asylum, 
as was our common custom for refu-
gees from communism, but President 
Clinton rejected those pleas, siding 
with the Castros. Federal agents 
stormed the private residence and ap-
prehended Elian at gunpoint. Where 
was Secretary Clinton? I guess she 
didn’t have a no-kids policy back then. 
But we don’t have to guess. The then- 
First Lady was campaigning for Senate 
in New York. She opposed congres-
sional action to protect Elian and ad-
vocated returning the boy to Cuba— 
contrary to a decades-long bipartisan 
consensus that we should grant safe 
harbor to refugees from totalitarian 
Communist states. 

Yet, the sad story of Elian Gonzalez 
isn’t the most recent or harmful exam-
ple of her opportunism. Just two sum-
mers ago, our country faced a migrant 
crisis on our southern border. Nearly 
140,000 people—about half of them un-
accompanied kids—poured across our 
border. Notably, most did not flee from 
the Border Patrol or try to avoid cap-
ture; on the contrary, they ran to U.S. 
border agents. 

Why would brandnew illegal immi-
grants, having successfully crossed our 
border, turn themselves in? The answer 
is simple: They have been led to believe 
they would be allowed to stay. 

From the multiple administration 
memos instructing agents not to fully 
enforce immigration law to President 
Obama’s unlawful Executive amnesties, 
to the Senate’s own amnesty legisla-
tion, every signal from Washington 
said our political class lacked the will-
power to secure our borders and en-
force our immigration laws in the 
country’s interior. 

Some might say these policies and 
proposals wouldn’t have covered the 
newly arrived immigrants; that they 
would have faced deportation. Perhaps, 
but what they signaled was a complete 
unwillingness to enforce our immigra-
tion laws, just as amnesty granted in 
1986 invited another generation of ille-
gal immigrants to migrate to our coun-
try and wait for the next amnesty. 

These policies certainly gave the 
human traffickers who transported and 
abused these kids plenty of grounds to 
tell desperate parents: Send your kid 
north with me, and he will get a 
permiso. In the end, they weren’t 
wrong. Nearly 2 years later, only a very 
tiny minority of unaccompanied chil-
dren have been deported. In fact, more 
than 111,000 unaccompanied minors en-
tered the United States illegally from 
2011 to 2015, but only 6 percent have 

been returned to their home countries. 
Yes, some may have received a depor-
tation order from a court—usually 
after failing to appear for a hearing. 
Yet the Obama administration has 
made little to no effort to locate them. 

Therefore, it is fair to say the human 
traffickers, the so-called coyotes, 
weren’t wrong, and many Central 
American parents took an understand-
able risk. After all, a life in America in 
the shadows—as advocates for amnesty 
and open borders call it—may be pref-
erable to poverty and violence back 
home. While these factors may have 
been the push factors in the migrant 
crisis, there can be no doubt that the 
pull factors of amnesty, deferred ac-
tion, nonenforcement, economic oppor-
tunity, and safety were just as strong, 
if not stronger. 

That is why even the Obama adminis-
tration tried to address them. Presi-
dent Obama met with leaders of Hon-
duras, Guatemala, and El Salvador to 
seek their assistance. Vice President 
BIDEN flew to Guatemala and publicly 
urged parents not to believe the 
coyotes’ promises of amnesty. The Sec-
retary of Homeland Security Jeh John-
son wrote an open letter to Central 
American parents, and, yes, Hillary 
Clinton got involved too. Secretary 
Clinton stated in 2014 that these chil-
dren ‘‘should be sent back as soon as it 
can be determined who responsible 
adults in their families are.’’ She in-
sisted that ‘‘we have to send a clear 
message: Just because your child gets 
across the border, that doesn’t mean 
the child gets to stay.’’ 

That was the right position then, and 
it is the right position now, even if real 
action didn’t back up the Obama ad-
ministration’s words, but that was 
then, and this is now, in the middle of 
another flailing Presidential campaign. 
Secretary Clinton now says she would 
not deport children under any cir-
cumstances, not even those who just 
arrived or presumably those who arrive 
in the future. 

We have come to expect such oppor-
tunism from the ‘‘House of Clinton,’’ 
but even worse is the irresponsibility. 
Put yourself in the position of a des-
perate parent in Central America. You 
live in Third World conditions. Work is 
scarce. Food and water are a struggle. 
Power doesn’t always come on with the 
flip of a switch. Gangs control many of 
the streets. Murder rates are some of 
the highest in the world. You have 
every reason to try to escape these 
conditions or at least get your kid out, 
but where to go? 

You just got your answer. Hillary 
Clinton, one of the most famous people 
in the world—one of only six people 
likely to be the next President of the 
United States—just broadcast new 
hope to the world: You can come to the 
United States. 

Of course, it is a peculiar kind of 
hope. She didn’t say go to our Embassy 
and seek asylum. She certainly didn’t 
say get on an airplane and fly safely to 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:53 Mar 15, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G14MR6.009 S14MRPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1451 March 14, 2016 
the United States, nor will she ever 
take such massively unpopular posi-
tions. Indeed, she essentially invited 
you to take a life-or-death gamble: If 
you survive the trip, you can stay. 

How is this moral? How is it compas-
sionate to create incentives for such 
reckless behavior? Hillary Clinton just 
created a full employment opportunity 
for human traffickers. She helped over-
sell illicit tickets on this train, The 
Beast, a network of freight trains 
aboard which migrants from Central 
America cross Mexico to the United 
States. 

The Beast has another name—The 
Death Train. It is called that because 
many who ride it don’t survive or, if 
they do, they only escape with grievous 
injuries or after enduring physical and 
sexual abuse at the hands of criminal 
gangs. With her irresponsible pan-
dering, Secretary Clinton’s words will 
help contribute to untold suffering, 
pain, and death among American fami-
lies. 

Her words are equally irresponsible 
when looked at from the American per-
spective. Secretary Clinton’s promise 
to deport only violent criminals and no 
children under any circumstances will 
badly harm struggling Americans. Dec-
ades of mass immigration has contrib-
uted to joblessness, stagnant wages, 
and communities stressed to the break-
ing point to provide education, hous-
ing, emergency services, public safety, 
and other basic government services. 

The coming Clinton wave of illegal 
immigration will only make it harder 
to secure our borders, enforce our laws, 
and get immigration under control and 
working for Americans who are, after 
all, the people we are supposed to 
serve. 

The world is full of violence, oppres-
sion, corruption, and injustice. We can-
not turn a blind eye to this. It often 
has a way of arriving at our borders 
and on our shores. Similar to most 
Americans, my heart breaks when I 
imagine the plight of those desperate 
parents in Central America as they 
look upon their little ones. That is why 
I strongly support efforts to assist 
countries such as Guatemala, Hon-
duras, and El Salvador to develop 
stronger institutions and improve liv-
ing conditions there. Many dedicated 
professionals in the State Department, 
FBI, DEA, Southern Command, and 
other Federal agencies are there serv-
ing us—to do just that. 

At the same time, we cannot solve all 
the world’s ills and our foremost re-
sponsibility is to Americans, not for-
eigners. We can help reduce the push 
factors in foreign countries driving mi-
grants to our borders, but we are not 
obligated to accept their citizens into 
our country. On the contrary, our obli-
gation is to protect and serve Ameri-
cans. To do so, we must eliminate the 
pull factors for these migrants here at 
home. 

Like any country, we have a right, 
indeed, we have a duty to control who 
comes to our country and allow them 

here only if it is in our national inter-
ests. America is a nation of immi-
grants, but we are also a nation of 
laws. Secretary Clinton has not only 
displayed contempt for our immigra-
tion laws but also encouraged for-
eigners to break those laws, to their 
own grave danger. We must say to 
these foreigners, loudly and clearly: Do 
not make this dangerous journey. Do 
not violate our laws. Do not come here 
illegally. It is the humane thing to do, 
and it is the right thing to do. Sec-
retary Clinton should be ashamed of 
herself for doing otherwise. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FILLING THE SUPREME COURT VACANCY 
Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I rise 

to discuss the vacancy created by the 
death of Supreme Court Justice 
Antonin Scalia. Those of us who knew 
the late Justice well are still mourning 
the loss of a dear friend, and the Na-
tion is feeling the loss of one of the 
greatest jurists in its history. We will 
never find a true replacement for Jus-
tice Scalia, only a successor to his leg-
acy. We owe it to the late Justice’s ex-
traordinary legacy of service to ensure 
that we treat confirmation of his suc-
cessor properly. 

My friends in the Democratic minor-
ity have settled upon one mantra above 
all others in addressing this vacancy; 
that the Senate must ‘‘do its job.’’ 
While I have no doubt this talking 
point has been poll tested and refined 
to serve as the most effective political 
attack possible, the truth is that this 
point is completely uncontroversial. I 
have not heard a single one of my Re-
publican colleagues argue that the Sen-
ate should not do its job with respect 
to the Supreme Court vacancy. Where 
we have a legitimate difference of opin-
ion is how the Senate can best do its 
job. 

Article II, section 2 of the Constitu-
tion divides the appointment process 
into two—two—distinct roles: the 
power of the President to nominate and 
the power of the Senate to provide its 
advice and consent. Despite the wild 
claims of some of my Democratic 
friends to the contrary, the Constitu-
tion does not define how the Senate is 
to go about its duty to provide advice 
and consent. It does not dictate that 
the Senate must hold confirmation 
hearings or floor votes on the Presi-
dent’s preferred timeline. After all, 
how could the Constitution provide 
such instruction if the Judiciary Com-
mittee did not come into existence 
until 27 years after the Senate first 
convened in 1789? Indeed, the Judiciary 
Committee only began holding con-
firmation hearings in the past century, 

and nominees only began appearing be-
fore the committee regularly in the 
past 60 years. 

In fact, the Constitution prescribes 
no specific structure or timeline for 
the confirmation process, and the Con-
stitution’s text and structure, as well 
as longstanding historical practice, 
confirm that the Senate has the au-
thority to shape the confirmation proc-
ess how it sees fit. In other words, the 
Senate’s job is to determine the best 
way to exercise its advice and consent 
power in each unique situation. 

Over the years, the Senate has con-
sidered nominations in different ways 
at different times, depending on the 
circumstances. Consider these prece-
dents with great bearing on the current 
circumstances. The Senate has never 
confirmed a nominee to a Supreme 
Court vacancy that opened up this late 
in a term-limited President’s time in 
office. This is only the third vacancy in 
nearly a century to occur after the 
American people had already started 
voting in a Presidential election. In the 
previous two instances, in 1956 and 1968, 
the Senate did not confirm the nomi-
nee until the following year. The only 
time the Senate has ever confirmed a 
nominee to fill a Supreme Court va-
cancy created after voting began in a 
Presidential election year was in 1916, 
and that vacancy only arose when Jus-
tice Charles Evans Hughes resigned his 
seat on the Court to run against in-
cumbent President Woodrow Wilson. 

Key Democrats have long expressed 
strong agreement with the decision to 
defer the confirmation process in these 
circumstances. For example, Senator 
CHUCK SCHUMER, the incoming Demo-
cratic leader, argued in July 2007—with 
a year and a half left in President 
George W. Bush’s term and with no Su-
preme Court seat even vacant—that 
the Senate ‘‘should not confirm any 
Bush nominee to the Supreme Court 
except in extraordinary cir-
cumstances.’’ Vice President JOE BIDEN 
argued in 1992, when he was Judiciary 
Committee chairman, that if a Su-
preme Court vacancy occurred in that 
Presidential election year, ‘‘the Senate 
Judiciary Committee should seriously 
consider not scheduling confirmation 
hearings on the nomination until after 
the political campaign season is over.’’ 

Past practice and the well docu-
mented past positions of key Demo-
crats certainly support the notion that 
deferring the confirmation process is 
an option reasonably available to the 
Senate in certain circumstances. As for 
its appropriateness in the present situ-
ation, one need only consider how the 
confirmation process would be further 
poisoned by election-year politics. 

As a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee for nearly four decades, I have 
witnessed the judicial confirmation 
process become increasingly divisive 
and sometimes—oftentimes, as a mat-
ter of fact—downright nasty. First 
came the campaigns of character assas-
sination waged against Robert Bork 
and Clarence Thomas. Then came the 
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Senate Democrats’ unprecedented fili-
busters of President George W. Bush’s 
lower court nominees. Then came the 
attempt to deny an up-or-down vote on 
the nomination of Samuel Alito to the 
Supreme Court—a move supported by 
then-Senators Obama, BIDEN, CLINTON, 
REID, DURBIN, SCHUMER, and LEAHY. Fi-
nally came the unilateral use of the 
nuclear option to blow up the filibuster 
and pack the DC Circuit Court of Ap-
peals—widely considered the second 
most powerful court in the Nation— 
with liberal judges committed to 
rubberstamping the President’s agen-
da. 

Those who were responsible for every 
single one of these major escalations in 
the so-called judicial confirmation 
wars have no credibility to lecture any-
one on what a proper confirmation 
process should look like in this situa-
tion. For those of us who have fought 
against the breakdown of the confirma-
tion process, the prospect of consid-
ering a nomination in the middle of 
what may be the nastiest election of 
my lifetime could only further damage 
the long-term prospects of a healthy 
confirmation process. Deferring the 
process is in the best interests of the 
Senate, the judiciary, and the country. 

The tenor of the debate since Justice 
Scalia’s passing has only confirmed 
how right we were to take a stand to 
defer the process until after the elec-
tion. For example, a speech I delivered 
to the Federalist Society on Friday 
was briefly disrupted by protestors 
chanting ‘‘Do your job,’’ ironically just 
as I began to explain why our approach 
to this vacancy is the best way the 
Senate can indeed do its job. Now, I do 
not mind protestors speaking their 
minds, but I don’t appreciate it when 
they try to prevent others from ex-
pressing differing views. That a re-
spectful discussion among attorneys 
was disrupted by professional activists 
wielding materials from Organizing for 
Action, a political arm of the White 
House and the Democratic National 
Committee, demonstrates what I have 
been saying all along: Considering a 
nominee in the midst of a Presidential 
election campaign would further inject 
toxic political theater into an already 
politicized confirmation process. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
a copy of an article from Politico de-
tailing the extensive political coordi-
nation between the White House and 
the parent organization of these 
protestors that risks turning what 
should be serious consideration of a 
weighty lifetime appointment into an 
election-year political circus. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From POLITICO, Mar. 13, 2016] 
WHITE HOUSE PREPS SUPREME COURT BATTLE 

PLAN 
(By Edward-Isaac Dovere and Josh Gerstein) 

As soon as President Barack Obama an-
nounces a Supreme Court nominee from his 
short list—which is now set—the White 

House and its allies will unleash a coordi-
nated media and political blitz aimed at 
weakening GOP resistance to confirming the 
president’s pick. 

Administration allies have already started 
putting a ground game in place. Obama cam-
paign veterans have been contracted in six 
states—New Hampshire, Illinois, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania and Wisconsin, where GOP incum-
bents are most vulnerable, plus Senate Judi-
ciary Chairman Chuck Grassley’s Iowa. 

With Republicans flatly refusing even 
courtesy meetings with a nominee, let alone 
confirmation hearings, they’re also looking 
into photo ops with Senate Democrats, and 
could pursue mock hearings or other events 
meant to highlight GOP intransigence, ac-
cording to sources familiar with the plan-
ning. 

Still, the West Wing is trying to strike a 
balance between pushing the nominee for-
ward to create pressure and the danger of 
seeming to politicize the fight or acciden-
tally straying into hypothetical discussions 
of future court decisions. 

Obama is expected to announce a nominee 
as early as this week. Many believe that the 
choice will be one of three federal appeals 
court judges: Sri Srinivasan, Merrick Gar-
land or Paul Watford. 

The first calls for outside help went out 
from the White House as soon as Antonin 
Scalia’s death was confirmed and Senate Ma-
jority Leader Mitch McConnell (R–Ky.) ruled 
out confirming a successor. That Thursday, 
senior Obama adviser Valerie Jarrett and 
White House counsel Neil Eggleston gathered 
in the Eisenhower Executive Office Building 
for a larger version of their regular judicial 
nominations action meeting, with partici-
pants including Judy Licthman of the Na-
tional Partnership for Women & Families, 
frequent White House collaborator Robert 
Raben, People for the American Way and the 
Leadership Conference On Civil and Human 
Rights. Tina Tchen, chief of staff to the 
First Lady, also attended. 

In follow-up conference calls and smaller 
meetings, a plan and strategy took shape, 
which they agreed would be led by Obama 
2012 deputy campaign manager Stephanie 
Cutter, with White House communications 
director Anita Dunn leading the media plan, 
and recently departed legislative affairs di-
rector Katie Beirne Fallon taking the lead 
on the Hill. The following week, leaders of 
more of the operational groups gathered in 
Jarrett’s office for a brainstorming and co-
ordination meeting, with Eggleston and po-
litical director David Simas attending. 
Among the outside groups that attended: 
Center for American Progress president 
Neera Tanden, Americans United for Change 
president Brad Woodhouse, political consult-
ant Bob Creamer and Patty First from the 
Raben Group. 

The White House is still unsure how to de-
ploy Obama. Some advisers feel like the 
presidential bully pulpit is the only way to 
bring enough pressure to have a chance at 
making Senate Republicans crack. Others 
have been advising that the more this is 
about Obama, the worse their chances are, 
and the more they can focus attention on the 
nominee, and his or her qualifications, the 
better they’ll do. 

Obama’s aides haven’t made a final deci-
sion on the long-term strategy. They’re more 
focused for the moment on finalizing plans 
for the roll-out, hoping to at least generate 
some initial buzz around the nominee. 

Outside allies are lining up progressive or-
ganizations, labor leaders, women’s groups 
and black ministers, to focus attention on 
the battle, which is likely to drag on for 
months. Monday morning, for example, the 
Leadership Conference on Civil and Human 
Rights is releasing a letter from law school 
deans pushing the Senate to act. 

‘‘We are building this campaign for the 
long haul. Our number one goal is that Sen-
ate Republicans do their job, follow their 
Constitutional responsibility and take up 
the president’s nominee and put that person 
on the court,’’ said one of the people in-
volved in the outside efforts. ‘‘But if they 
want a political fight, we’re more than will-
ing to accommodate them. And if they main-
tain this unprecedented obstruction, they 
can kiss their majority goodbye.’’ 

Senate Democrats have been pitching in 
too. First up: photos and video of the nomi-
nee going to meet with Democratic senators 
on Capitol Hill, hoping will keep the nomi-
nee in the news. The administration and 
Senate Democrats are also weighing whether 
to stage mock hearings or other photo ops 
highlighting the nominees inability to even 
talk to Republicans—all in the hope of gen-
erating embarrassing footage for the GOP. 

‘‘Unprecedented Republican obstruction 
calls for an unconventional response,’’ is how 
one Senate Democratic leadership aide put 
it. 

Traditionally, Supreme Court nominees go 
completely silent except for their private 
meetings with senators and committee hear-
ings. Though White House aides appear ready 
to break with that tradition, they’ll only go 
so far: the nominee won’t be making the 
rounds of Sunday talk shows, but some out-
side advisers have pushed for more contained 
and scripted appearances, like speeches at 
bar associations or law schools. 

But the White House is proceeding care-
fully, feeling that the politics work best for 
them if they’re able to keep the focus on Re-
publican obstructionism. 

‘‘It’s going to be largely about the person, 
so it’s up to us to be as serious and dogged 
about how we present that person to the 
country,’’ a White House aide said. 

Top aides remain optimistic that McCon-
nell will ease his blockade, but right now 
there’s zero indication Republicans plan to 
back down. With that in mind, the adminis-
tration is prepared for the fight to become 
more about ramping up embarrassment for 
Republicans up and down the ballot going 
into November, hoping they can help elect a 
Democratic president and more Democrats 
to the Senate, who would then fill the seat in 
January. 

Asked aboard Air Force One on Friday 
whether the White House is prepared to have 
the nominee do interviews or whether the 
president will take a more public role, White 
House press secretary Josh Earnest said, 
‘‘it’s too early to say exactly how this will 
play out.’’ 

Within the White House, the planning is 
being overseen by Jarrett, Brian Deese, the 
senior adviser whom Obama tapped to lead 
the process, and Shailagh Murray, the senior 
adviser and former newspaper reporter who’s 
specialized in developing unconventional 
media strategies for this White House. White 
House principal deputy press secretary Eric 
Schultz has become the point person for the 
media approach. 

Jarrett’s chief of staff, Yohannes Abraham, 
has been organizing about 125 outside ex-
perts, including legal experts, law school 
deans, former Supreme Court clerks, offi-
cials from previous administrations, former 
elected officials (including dozens of Repub-
licans), civil rights leaders, mayors, union 
officials, CEOs and environmental leaders. 

They’ve also convened conference calls 
with leaders broken down by groups. Asian 
Americans and Pacific Islanders, Latino, Af-
rican-American, civil rights, small business, 
state and local elected officials, academics 
and law school deans, disability advocacy, 
faith, youth, labor and progressives, women 
and lawyers. 

‘‘The coordinated grassroots effort that 
has already proven a powerful tool to put 
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pressure on Republicans will only ramp up,’’ 
said Amy Brundage, a former deputy com-
munications director at the White House 
currently helping coordinate communica-
tions for the outside effort at Dunn’s firm. 
‘‘That includes events in targeted states 
with real working Americans pushing Senate 
Republicans to do their jobs, press events 
with key Democratic members and groups, 
and coordinated validator pushes like those 
with the legal scholars, historians and attor-
neys general.’’ 

So far, the administration doesn’t have a 
set calendar for each day following the sub-
mission of the nomination, but they’re devel-
oping the plan to accommodate variables 
such as who the nominee is, what that per-
son’s biography includes, and what that per-
son’s current job allows for. With the short 
list reportedly limited to sitting federal 
judges, there may be less room to maneuver. 
Judges face more restrictions on their ac-
tivities than a practicing attorney, academic 
or politician. 

‘‘The formal ethics rules applicable to ap-
pellate court judges wouldn’t apply to a sen-
ator,’’ said Indiana University professor 
Charles Geyh. The standard rules for judicial 
candidates technically don’t apply to Su-
preme Court nominees, Geyh pointed out. 
Strategic considerations have led recent 
nominees to be fairly evasive about their 
views, but that doesn’t preclude trying to 
keep the spotlight on the nomination. 

‘‘I wouldn’t hesitate to have cameras at 
the ready to the extent this person is having 
doors slammed in his face, using that as a 
way to embarrass the Republicans, but that’s 
different from having the nominee out there 
chatting about what he’d do as a judge,’’ 
Geyh said, adding that most of the reticence 
nominees have shown in recent years ‘‘is all 
strategic and has nothing to do with ethics.’’ 

Democrats have already been talking 
about holding unofficial hearings on a poten-
tial nomination. Whether the nominee him- 
or herself would attend is an open question, 
but experts say it would also be within eth-
ical bounds. 

‘‘We’re entering uncharted waters here. 
We’ve never had a situation in which the 
party in power, in this case the Republicans, 
were denying even a hearing to the nomi-
nee,’’ said Nan Aron of the liberal Alliance 
for Justice. 

If the fight stretches into late summer and 
the Democratic focus turns to an election-fo-
cused campaign, the situation gets dicier. A 
nominee who’s a sitting judge would need to 
steer clear of events where those arguments 
are being made, and even a non-judge would 
be wise to do the same. 

Conservatives say they’re bracing for an 
aggressive campaign by the White House and 
Democrats who’ll be looking to keep the Su-
preme Court fight on the front burner. Al-
ready, some groups have been circulating op-
position research about several of the poten-
tial nominees whose names have been most 
discussed, hitting Sri Srinivasan, Jane Kelly 
and Ketanji Jackson. 

‘‘This is just going to push the bound-
aries,’’ said veteran GOP judicial nomina-
tions advocate Curt Levey, now with 
Freedomworks. ‘‘They can certainly make 
the meetings with Democratic senators into 
a show—more of a show than it normally is.’’ 

The White House theory is that if there’s 
enough pressure to get Republicans to cave 
on a hearing, that will start the ball rolling 
in a way that’ll make winning confirmation 
a real possibility. 

Democrats pounced on Sen. John Cornyn’s 
(R–Texas) promise last week that the Repub-
licans will turn Obama’s nominee into a 
piñata. That raises additional questions 
about who Obama chooses, since the person 
will have to endure not just a stranger than 

normal process, but likely a very negative 
one. As Cornyn warned, that could be enough 
to make some potential picks say no. If this 
fight goes on long enough and the nominee is 
a judge who’ll likely recuse from pending 
and future cases, the person could be open to 
attacks of getting paid for not working—or 
going back to their day job and appearing to 
throw in the towel. 

Levey said he expects the fight will even-
tually morph into full-blown election poli-
tics. ‘‘At some point this is going to turn,’’ 
Levey said. ‘‘It may turn very quickly in 
terms of the White House giving up whatever 
little hope they have.’’ 

Mr. HATCH. Furthermore, Madam 
President, the minority leader has 
turned his daily remarks on the floor 
into constant diatribes against the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 
These diatribes rank among the most 
vicious and most personal attacks I 
have heard on the Senate floor in my 
nearly four decades in this Senate 
body. Having myself served as chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee for 
more than 8 years, I know that the po-
sition is no stranger to controversy 
and political hardball. But the vile and 
unfair attacks on Senator GRASSLEY’s 
independence and work ethic have gone 
too far. 

I have had the privilege of serving 
with Senator GRASSLEY for more than 
35 years. I know no one more com-
mitted to doing his job. Senator 
GRASSLEY has not missed a vote in a 
record-setting 27 years—when he was 
home in Iowa, touring the awful dam-
age of the Great Flood of 1993—and yet 
still manages to hold townhall meet-
ings in all 99 of his State’s counties 
every year. He sets the gold standard of 
service in the Senate. 

If anyone knows his mind, it is Sen-
ator GRASSLEY. Each of us is entitled 
to our opinions on issues that come be-
fore this body, even controversial ones, 
but I want to condemn in the strongest 
possible terms the notion that a dif-
ference of opinion with Senate Demo-
crats means that Senator GRASSLEY is 
compromising his own integrity or the 
independence of the Judiciary Com-
mittee he leads. These attacks come 
very close to impugning his character, 
and that sort of behavior is beneath 
the dignity of this body. 

The minority leader came to the 
floor to seize on the comments of the 
senior Senator from Texas to manufac-
ture what I consider to be another 
cheap political attack on the Repub-
lican majority. In those comments, 
Senator CORNYN had speculated that 
the election-year political environment 
could, unfortunately, turn any Su-
preme Court nominee into a political 
pinata. The minority leader’s com-
ments are a total mischaracterization 
of Senator CORNYN’s record of fairness 
toward nominees of both parties and of 
Senate Republicans’ intentions in this 
situation. After all, the whole point of 
deferring the nomination and con-
firmation process is to limit the mis-
treatment of any nominee, as Senator 
CORNYN suggested in his remarks. This 
unfounded accusation is also deeply 

ironic, coming from the party that 
stooped to the character assassination 
of Robert Bork and Clarence Thomas. 

If there is anyone who has been 
treated like a piñata in this debate, it 
has been Senator GRASSLEY. Now, 
CHUCK GRASSLEY is as tough as they 
come, and I have every confidence that 
he will weather these attacks. But if 
these scorched-earth political tactics 
reflect the length some of the Demo-
cratic minority are prepared to go in 
an election-year confirmation battle, 
there can be no better illustration of 
why we should defer this process. 

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. WARREN. Madam President, 
today the Senate will vote on the con-
firmation of Dr. John King to be the 
next Secretary of Education. While 
there is only 1 year left in the Obama 
Presidency, this is still one of the most 
important jobs in Washington because 
the Department of Education has a 
powerful set of tools available that it 
can use to stand up for people who are 
struggling with student loan debt and 
tools to help make a quality, afford-
able college education a reality for 
millions of Americans. 

Secretary of Education must be one 
of the most difficult jobs in Wash-
ington because for years there has been 
some kind of problem at the Depart-
ment of Education that has made it 
practically impossible to get the De-
partment to put the interests of stu-
dents ahead of the interests of private 
contractors and for-profit colleges that 
are making the big money off our stu-
dents. 

The Department has powerful tools 
to make sure that fraudulent colleges 
aren’t sucking down billions of tax-
payer dollars of student loans. But for 
the most part, these tools gather dust 
on the shelf while shady institutions 
like Corinthian Colleges spend years 
gobbling up taxpayer money while they 
defraud their own students. 

The Department has powerful tools 
to help students when they get ripped 
off by fraudulent colleges. But for 
years, it has been like pulling out your 
own teeth simply to get relief for the 
victims who got cheated by for-profit 
colleges like Corinthian. 

There are literally dozens of exam-
ples of how the Department of Edu-
cation’s trillion-dollar student loan 
bank has been putting profits for these 
companies and for-profit colleges ahead 
of the needs of students. One of the 
worst has been the bank’s approach to 
overseeing the student loan servicing 
companies that are paid by the govern-
ment to collect student loan payments. 

Consider the case of Navient, a stu-
dent loan servicer that got caught red-
handed ripping off tens of thousands of 
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active duty members of the military. 
Two years ago, the Department of Jus-
tice and the FDIC fined the company 
$100 million for breaking the law and 
overcharging our active duty military 
on their student loans. But the Depart-
ment of Education didn’t take any ac-
tion against Navient. Instead of fol-
lowing the lead of the Justice Depart-
ment and using the Justice Depart-
ment’s evidence—no, the Department 
of Education announced its own sepa-
rate review of whether soldiers were 
harmed. 

A year later, they released their re-
sults, and notwithstanding the fact 
that Navient was already sending 
checks to thousands of servicemembers 
under the DOJ and FDIC agreement, 
the Department of Education student 
loan bank concluded that everything 
was just fine, and the Department’s 
bank had no need to impose any addi-
tional fines or restrictions on Navient. 
In fact, things were so fine that the De-
partment’s bank rewarded Navient by 
renewing a $100 million contract. 

If that sounds stinky to you, it 
should. The Department’s inspector 
general took a close look at what was 
going on over at the Department’s 
bank, and 2 weeks ago they released a 
scathing report on the bank’s white-
wash. The IG slammed the Department 
for a report that was a complete and 
utter mess, loaded with errors, calling 
for ‘‘inconsistent and inadequate ac-
tions.’’ The IG concluded that the De-
partment of Education’s happy-face 
press release announcing that every-
thing was fine with the servicer was 
‘‘unsupported and inaccurate.’’ 

When a private company breaks the 
law and steals from American soldiers 
who are literally in the field fighting 
overseas, those companies should be 
held accountable. The Justice Depart-
ment held Navient accountable. The 
FDIC held Navient accountable. But 
the Department of Education’s bank 
decided it was more important to pro-
tect Navient than to watch out for our 
military students. 

Let’s not mince words. The Navient 
fiasco is outrageous, but it is not sur-
prising. At a Senate hearing 2 years 
ago, I asked James Runcie, who runs 
the Department of Education’s student 
loan bank, how he could turn around 
and renew the contract of a company 
like Navient that had just copped to 
ripping off American soldiers. His an-
swer, essentially, was that moving bor-
rowers away from Navient would sim-
ply be too disruptive. Senator Harkin 
said at the time that sounded an awful 
lot like too big to fail. And Senator 
Harkin was right. So long as that the-
ory remains the operating principle of 
the Department of Education, the 
American people can forget about the 
law because there will be no real limits 
on how much money big private com-
panies and large fraudulent schools can 
steal from students and taxpayers. 

Dr. King didn’t create any of these 
problems. These problems have grown 
and festered over a long time, and they 

won’t be easy to solve. For several 
weeks now Dr. King and I have talked 
about these issues, and I believe he un-
derstands the magnitude of the task he 
faces. He has committed in no uncer-
tain terms to a top-down review of the 
way the student loan program is ad-
ministered and the way the Depart-
ment oversees financial institutions. 
He has announced that he will force all 
of the major student loan servicers to 
review their records and make refunds 
to all members of the military who 
were illegally ripped off. And he has 
embraced strong, new proposals to pro-
tect borrowers who are taken in by 
fraudulent colleges so they can get 
their money back. 

These are serious steps in the right 
direction. For those reasons, I will vote 
for him today, but let’s be clear that 
this is not the end of the story. Dr. 
King has an enormous amount of work 
to do to get the Department’s higher 
education house in order, and the 
American people will be watching 
closely for results. 

One of the first things that must be 
done is a total reform of student loan 
servicing to make sure nothing like the 
Navient disaster ever, ever happens 
again. Here are five simple principles 
that should guide that reform: 

First, put students and families 
first—every time, every decision. The 
Department exists to serve students, 
not student loan companies. It is time 
they acted like it. 

Second, punish bad actors. Navient 
broke the law and cheated soldiers, but 
the Department bent over backward to 
protect them. Right now Navient owes 
the Federal Government $22 million it 
stole in another scam, and the Depart-
ment hasn’t even bothered to collect it. 
The Department needs to show it is 
willing and able to punish companies 
that break the rules, and that includes 
kicking them out of the student loan 
program if necessary. 

Third, change the financial incen-
tives for servicers. Two years ago, the 
Department renegotiated the servicer 
contracts and basically ended up pay-
ing the companies more money for the 
same bad outcomes. No more. Our 
country pours millions of tax dollars 
into these companies, and it is time to 
leverage those dollars to make sure the 
companies are working for students. 

Fourth, release more data. The De-
partment of Education adamantly re-
fuses to share basic data about the stu-
dent loan program with anyone, even 
other folks within the Department of 
Education. That means nobody—no-
body—can even see how this bank is 
being run. It is time for some sunshine. 

Fifth, take responsibility for aggres-
sive oversight of student loan 
servicers. The Department needs to act 
before this problem metastasizes, and 
when the Department doesn’t have the 
tools to act, it needs to get out of the 
way and let the CFPB or other Federal 
agencies do their jobs. 

Five simple principles. Everyone in 
government who is serious about 

standing up for the tens of millions of 
student loan borrowers in this country 
should embrace them because we 
shouldn’t be running the student loan 
program to create profits for private 
companies. We should run it for stu-
dents. 

We are facing a crisis in higher edu-
cation. Student debt is exploding, 
crushing our young people and threat-
ening the economy. Opportunity is 
slipping away from millions of Ameri-
cans. The time for reform is now—not 
in the next Presidency, not 5 years 
from now but now. Reform starts with 
the Department of Education, and if he 
is confirmed today, it is my strong 
hope that Dr. King will make fixing 
these problems a top priority from his 
first day on the job to his last day on 
the job. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

COATS). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-

mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent to speak for up to 15 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, last week 

the Senate Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions Committee voted to ad-
vance President Obama’s nominee for 
Secretary of Education, Dr. John King. 
Tonight the nomination is set to come 
before the Senate not for a robust de-
bate but for a hasty vote, and by all ac-
counts confirmation is expected. 

I rise to oppose the nomination of Dr. 
King and to urge my colleagues to join 
me in voting against his confirmation 
as Secretary of Education. I have stud-
ied Dr. King’s professional record— 
most notably, his time in New York’s 
Department of Education. I have re-
viewed the transcripts of his confirma-
tion hearing. Based on the policies he 
has supported, the bipartisan opposi-
tion he has invited throughout his ca-
reer, and his uncompromising commit-
ment to the designs of bureaucrats and 
central planners over the lived experi-
ences of parents and teachers, I believe 
it would be a grave error for the Senate 
to confirm Dr. King’s nomination at 
this time. 

Indeed, I believe it would be difficult 
for anyone to support Dr. King’s nomi-
nation on the basis of his record. The 
problem is not that Dr. King lacks ex-
perience. On paper, you might even 
think that Secretary of Education is 
the natural next step in his career. 
After 3 years as a teacher and a brief 
stint at managing charter schools, Dr. 
King has risen through the ranks of the 
education bureaucracy, climbing from 
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one political appointment to the next, 
but do we think that someone who has 
spent more time in a government agen-
cy than in a classroom is best suited to 
oversee Federal education policy? More 
to the point, what matters aren’t the 
jobs someone has held but the policies 
that person has advanced. This is the 
problem with Dr. King’s nomination. 

Look closely at his record, especially 
look closely at the 31⁄2 years he spent 
as New York’s education commis-
sioner, where he forced on an unwilling 
school system unpopular Common Core 
curriculum and standards, an inflexible 
testing regime, and a flawed teacher 
evaluation system. 

All of this proves that Dr. King is the 
standard bearer of No Child Left Be-
hind—the discredited K–12 regime that 
has become synonymous with dysfunc-
tional education policy in classrooms 
and households all across America. 
This is not just my opinion. It was the 
opinion of New York’s parents, teach-
ers, legislators, school board members, 
and superintendents. The vast majority 
of them opposed and protested against 
Dr. King and the policies he cham-
pioned while at the helm of the State’s 
education department. 

This Congress and President Obama 
have promised to move Federal edu-
cation policy in the opposite direction 
established by No Child Left Behind. 
Under these circumstances, Dr. King— 
the embodiment of the failed K–12 sta-
tus quo—is not the person who should 
be put in charge of the Department of 
Education. If confirmed, Dr. King 
would serve as the head of the Depart-
ment of Education for 10 months, until 
January 2017, when the next President 
is sworn into office. This may sound 
like an insignificant amount of time 
for a Cabinet Secretary to serve, but in 
reality the next 10 months are cru-
cially important to the future of Fed-
eral education policy in America. 

Just a few months ago, Congress 
passed and President Obama signed the 
Every Student Succeeds Act, or 
ESSA—a bill that reauthorized the law 
governing Federal K–12 education pol-
icy. Now the Department of Education 
will begin implementing the ESSA, 
which will set the course of the Depart-
ment for years to come. So what hap-
pens over the next 10 months within 
the Department of Education will have 
sweeping, far-reaching consequences 
for America’s schools, teachers, and 
students—consequences that will affect 
not just the quality of education stu-
dents receive as children but the qual-
ity of life available to them as adults. 

One of the most serious flaws of the 
ESSA, and one of the primary reasons 
I voted against the bill, is that it rein-
forces the same K–12 model that has 
trapped so many kids in failing schools 
and confined America’s education sys-
tem to a state of mediocrity for half a 
century. This is a model that con-
centrates authority over education de-
cisions in the hands of Federal politi-
cians and bureaucrats instead of par-
ents, teachers, principals, and local 
school boards. 

There is no government official who 
is granted more discretion or more au-
thority under the ESSA than the Sec-
retary of Education. The ESSA pur-
ports to reduce the Federal Govern-
ment’s control over America’s class-
rooms by returning decisionmaking au-
thority to parents, educators, and local 
officials. For instance, there are sev-
eral provisions that prohibit the Sec-
retary of Education from controlling 
State education plans or coercing 
States into adopting Federal standards 
and testing regimes, but when you look 
at the fine print, you see that in most 
cases these prohibitions against Fed-
eral overreach contain no enforcement 
mechanisms—only vague, aspirational 
statements encouraging the Secretary 
to limit his own powers. 

So the question is, If confirmed as 
Secretary of Education, would Dr. King 
adhere to the spirit of the ESSA and 
voluntarily return decisionmaking au-
thority to parents, teachers, and local 
officials? There is little reason to be-
lieve he would. 

Dr. King’s former boss and would-be 
predecessor, Arne Duncan, certainly 
had no qualms about violating similar 
prohibitions against Federal overreach 
found in No Child Left Behind, nor has 
he shied away from advertising the fact 
that ESSA would function in much the 
same way as No Child Left Behind. 

In an interview with POLITICO, Dun-
can discussed whether the ESSA would, 
in fact, reduce the Federal Govern-
ment’s control over America’s class-
rooms. He was asked: ‘‘How do you re-
spond to the notion that you’ve had 
your wings clipped on your way out the 
door?’’ This was Duncan’s response: 
‘‘Candidly, our lawyers are much 
smarter than many of the folks who 
were working on this bill.’’ 

In other words, Congress can write 
whatever bill it wants, and the admin-
istration’s lawyers will be able to fig-
ure out a way to implement it accord-
ing to the preferences of the Cabinet 
Secretaries and their armies of bureau-
crats. This is certainly a brazen admis-
sion of bureaucratic arrogance by 
former Secretary Duncan, but it is ex-
actly in line with the way Dr. King ap-
proached his job as education commis-
sioner of New York just a few years 
ago. 

Under Dr. King’s leadership, New 
York became one of the first States to 
implement Common Core standards 
and testing requirements starting in 
2011. Dr. King was one of the only edu-
cation commissioners in the country to 
insist on rolling out the tests before 
teachers had been given adequate time 
to adapt to the new curriculum im-
posed by Common Core. To the surprise 
of no one—except perhaps for Dr. 
King—the results were a disaster. 

The 2013 Common Core tests only 
widened the achievement gap and 
sparked the Opt Out movement in New 
York, which mobilized 65,000 students 
to opt out of the Common Core tests in 
2014 and more than 200,000 students to 
opt out in 2015. To make matters 

worse, around the same time teachers 
were being forced to test their students 
on material they hadn’t been given 
time to incorporate into their cur-
riculum, Dr. King implemented a 
teacher evaluation system that relied 
heavily on these distorted student test 
scores. This evaluation system was so 
unpopular that in 2014 one of New 
York’s teachers unions called for Dr. 
King’s resignation. 

What is most troubling about Dr. 
King’s tenure as education commis-
sioner isn’t that he centralized deci-
sionmaking authority within the 
State’s education department, impos-
ing one-size-fits-all policies across a di-
verse school system. Plenty of edu-
cation commissioners are guilty of the 
same, if not worse. No, the real prob-
lem with Dr. King’s record is that he 
routinely and apparently as a matter 
of policy ignored the advice and feed-
back of teachers, parents, principals, 
and school board members. Even as his 
centrally planned house of cards was 
tumbling down around him, Dr. King 
stayed the course, believing against all 
evidence that when it comes to running 
a classroom, bureaucrats and politi-
cians know better than teachers, par-
ents, and local school boards. 

When the Senate confirms a Presi-
dential nominee, we are doing more 
than just approving a personnel mat-
ter; we are accepting, to a degree, what 
that nominee stands for. As we con-
sider this nomination, we must ask 
ourselves, what kind of policy do the 
American people want? What kind of 
policy do America’s elementary and 
secondary students deserve? We know 
that local control over K–12 and even 
pre-K education is more effective than 
Washington, DC’s, prescriptive, heavy-
handed approach because we have seen 
it work in communities all across the 
country. The point isn’t that there is a 
better way to improve America’s 
schools but that there are 50 better 
ways, thousands of better ways, but 
Washington is standing in the way, dis-
trustful of any alternative to the top- 
down education status quo. And under 
the leadership of Dr. King, Washing-
ton’s outdated, conformist policies will 
continue to stand in the way. Amer-
ica’s students deserve better than this. 
The least we can do is to not accept the 
failed status quo. 

I urge all of my colleagues to join me 
in voting against this nomination. 

I thank the Presiding Officer. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Tennessee. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent to speak for up 
to 15 minutes before the vote, to be fol-
lowed by Senator MURRAY for as much 
time as she may require, and then we 
will have a vote. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 5 min-
utes following Senator ALEXANDER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, the 

Senator from Utah has given an excel-
lent speech about why it would be a 
good idea to have a Republican Presi-
dent of the United States, but we don’t 
have one. 

The reason we are voting today is be-
cause we need a U.S. Education Sec-
retary confirmed by and accountable to 
the U.S. Senate so that the law to fix 
No Child Left Behind will be imple-
mented the way Congress wrote it. 

In December, at the ceremony where 
President Obama signed the Every Stu-
dent Succeeds Act, the new law to fix 
No Child Left Behind, I urged the 
President to send a nominee to the 
Senate to be the Education Secretary 
to replace Arne Duncan. Without that, 
we would have gone a whole year with-
out a leader of that Department con-
firmed by and accountable to the U.S. 
Senate. I made that recommendation 
to the President because this is such an 
important year for our 100,000 public 
schools and the 50 million students who 
are in those schools. We need an Edu-
cation Secretary who is confirmed and 
accountable to Congress while we are 
implementing a law that may govern 
elementary and secondary education 
for some time. I want to be sure we are 
working together to implement the law 
the way Congress wrote it. That law 
was passed with broad bipartisan sup-
port. It passed the U.S. Senate by a 
vote of 85 to 12. It passed the House of 
Representatives by a vote of 359 to 64. 

We achieved that result because, as 
Newsweek said, No Child Left Behind 
was a law everybody wanted fixed and 
fixing it was long overdue. Governors, 
teachers, superintendents, parents, Re-
publicans, Democrats, and students all 
wanted No Child Left Behind fixed. Not 
only was there a consensus about the 
need to fix the law, there was a con-
sensus about how to fix it, and the con-
sensus was this: Continue the impor-
tant measures of academic progress of 
students, disaggregate the results of 
those tests, report them so everyone 
can know how schools, teachers, and 
children are doing, but then restore to 
States, school districts, classroom 
teachers, and parents the responsi-
bility for deciding what to do about 
those tests and about improving stu-
dent achievement. 

This new law is a dramatic change in 
direction for Federal education policy. 
In short, it reverses the trend toward 
what had become a national school 
board and restores to those closest to 
children the responsibility for their 
well-being and academic success. 

The Wall Street Journal called the 
new Every Student Succeeds Act ‘‘the 
largest devolution of federal control of 
schools from Washington back to the 
states in a quarter of a century.’’ 

I suppose you could say it didn’t go 
far enough, but that would be like 
standing in Nashville and waiting 7 
years to hitchhike to New York City, 
and when somebody offers you a ride to 
Philadelphia, you say: I think I will 
wait another 7 years. I think I would 

take the ride and then see if I could get 
another ride to New York City, and 
that is what 85 U.S. Senators thought 
when they voted for this. 

There is no group more interested in 
restoring responsibility to States than 
the Nation’s Governors. The Governors 
gave our new law the first full endorse-
ment of any piece of legislation since 
their endorsement of welfare reform 20 
years ago in the U.S. Congress. 

I believe the law can inaugurate a 
new era of innovation and student 
achievement by putting the responsi-
bility for children back in the hands of 
those closest to them: the parents, 
classroom teachers, principals, school 
superintendents, school boards, and 
States. 

The Senate Education Committee, 
which I chair and on which the Senator 
from Washington is the senior Demo-
crat, will hold at least six hearings to 
oversee implementation of the new 
law. All of those hearings will be bipar-
tisan, as our hearings almost always 
are. We already held the first hearing 
on February 23 with representatives of 
many of the groups who worked to-
gether to pass the law, and now they 
are working together to implement the 
law. They already formed a coalition 
made up of the National Governors As-
sociation, the School Superintendents 
Association, the National Education 
Association, the American Federation 
of Teachers, the National Conference of 
State Legislatures, the National Asso-
ciation of State Boards of Education, 
the National School Boards Associa-
tion, the National Association of Ele-
mentary School Principals, the Na-
tional Association of Secondary School 
Principals, the National Parent Teach-
er Association, with the support of the 
Chief State School Officers. 

They sent Dr. King a letter saying: 
Although our organizations do not always 

agree, we are unified in our belief that ESSA 
is an historic opportunity to make a world- 
class 21st century education system. And 
we’re dedicated to working together at the 
national level to facilitate partnership 
among our members and states and districts 
to guarantee the success of this new law. 

They go on to say: 
That new law replaces a top-down account-

ability and testing regime with an inclusive 
system based on collaborative state and 
local innovation. For this vision to become a 
reality, we must work together to closely 
honor congressional intent: ESSA is clear. 
Education decisionmaking now rests with 
the states and districts, and the federal role 
is to support and inform those decisions. 

You may say something different, 
but you are disagreeing with the Gov-
ernors, the school superintendents, the 
NEA, the AFT, the State legislatures, 
the State boards of education, the Na-
tional School Boards Association, the 
National Association of Elementary 
School Principals, the National Asso-
ciation of Secondary School Principals, 
and the National Parent Teacher Asso-
ciation. 

Our first oversight hearing with Dr. 
King will be April 12. 

Some have objected to this nomina-
tion on the grounds that Dr. King was 

supportive of common core when he 
was education commissioner in New 
York State. I want those who are wor-
ried about that to know that this new 
law has ended what had become, in ef-
fect, a Federal common core mandate. 
More than that, it explicitly prohibits 
Washington, DC, from mandating or 
even incentivizing common core or any 
other specific academic standards. 
That is in the law. What standards to 
adopt entirely up to States, local 
school boards, and classroom teachers. 

Here is what Senator ROBERTS of 
Kansas, who wrote this part of the law, 
asked Dr. King at our hearing on Feb-
ruary 25: 

I know that we have differences on Com-
mon Core. I don’t want to get into that. But 
it is part of the existing legislation in law. 
And I want to be absolutely clear, the lan-
guage says, no officer or an employee of the 
federal government, including the secretary, 
shall attempt to influence, condition, 
incentivize or coerce state adoption of the 
Common Core state standards or any other 
academic standards common to a significant 
number of States or assessments tied to such 
standards. 

Senator ROBERTS continued: 
I know that we, again, have differences. 

But nevertheless, will you give us your com-
mitment that you will respect the intent as 
well as the explicit binding letter of that 
prohibition? 

Dr. King said: ‘‘Absolutely.’’ 
That is why we needed a confirma-

tion hearing. That is why we need to 
have a confirmed Secretary of Edu-
cation. 

In my questions to Dr. King, I said 
this about my exchanges at an earlier 
hearing with Dr. Tony Evers, the Wis-
consin State superintendent of public 
instruction, who is also the president 
of all the chief state school officers. I 
said to Dr. Evers: 

Do you read the new law to say that if Wis-
consin wants to have Common Core, which it 
does, I believe, that it may? If it does not 
want to have Common Core, that it may not? 
That if it wants part of Common Core or 
more than Common Core, it can do that? It 
simply has to have challenging academic 
standards that are aligned to the entrance 
requirements for the public institutions of 
higher education in the state. 

The superintendent said he agreed 
with that. 

In other words, to be blunt, it doesn’t 
really make much difference what Dr. 
King thinks of common core. Under the 
law, he doesn’t have anything to do 
with it. He doesn’t have anything to do 
with whether a State adopts it or 
whether a State chooses not to adopt 
it. 

The new law also ended the practice 
of granting conditional waivers, 
through which the U.S. Department of 
Education has become, in effect, a na-
tional school board for more than 80,000 
schools in 42 States. Governors have 
been forced to come to Washington to 
play ‘‘Mother, may I?’’ in order to put 
in a plan to evaluate teachers or help a 
low-performing school, for example. 
That era is over. It ends the ‘‘highly 
qualified teacher’’ definition. It ends 
the teacher evaluation mandate. It 
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ends the Federal school turnaround 
models, Federal test-based account-
ability, and adequate yearly progress. 
Those decisions—after all the reports 
are made about how schools, teachers, 
and children are doing—will be made 
by those closest to the children. The 
new law moves decisions about whether 
schools, teachers, and students are suc-
ceeding or failing from Washington, 
DC, and back to States and commu-
nities, where those decisions belong. 

In conclusion, please permit me to 
add a personal note. This day is actu-
ally 25 years to the day since I was con-
firmed as the U.S. Education Sec-
retary. I believe the Senator from Indi-
ana was on the Education Committee 
at that time. But here is the difference: 
Under a Democratically controlled 
Senate, my nomination took 87 days 
from the day it was announced and 51 
days from when the nomination was 
formally submitted to the Senate. 
Under a Republican-controlled Senate, 
Dr. King’s nomination has taken 32 
days. His nomination was announced 
and formally submitted on February 
11. 

Let me conclude the way I started. 
The reason we are voting today is that 
we need an Education Secretary con-
firmed by and accountable to the U.S. 
Senate so that the law that 85 of us 
voted for to fix No Child Left Behind is 
implemented the way we wrote it. This 
vote is not about whether one of us 
would have chosen Dr. King to be the 
Education Secretary. Republicans 
won’t have the privilege of picking an 
Education Secretary until we elect a 
Republican President of the United 
States. What we need is an Education 
Secretary confirmed by and account-
able to the U.S. Senate so that the law 
to fix No Child Left Behind will be im-
plemented the way we wrote it. 

I urge my colleagues to vote yes. I 
conclude my remarks, but I want to do 
so with thanks to the Senator from 
Washington, Mrs. MURRAY, who played 
such a crucial role in passing the law 
fixing No Child Left Behind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor as well today to speak in 
support of Dr. John King’s nomination 
to serve as Secretary of Education. 

This is really an important time for 
students when it comes to early learn-
ing. We have seen improvements, but 
we have much more to do to expand ac-
cess to high-quality preschool so more 
of our kids can start school on strong 
footing. 

This is a critical moment as well, as 
we just heard, for K–12 education as 
schools and districts and States transi-
tion from the broken No Child Left Be-
hind to the bipartisan Every Student 
Succeeds Act that the President signed 
into law late last year. 

I hear all the time from students and 
families who are struggling with the 
high cost of college and the crushing 
burden of student debt. With all of 
these challenges and opportunities, the 

Department of Education will need 
strong leadership, and I am glad Presi-
dent Obama has nominated Dr. John 
King who is currently serving as Act-
ing Secretary of the Department. 

I want to commend Senator LAMAR 
ALEXANDER, chairman of our HELP 
Committee, for moving forward with 
Dr. King’s nomination in a timely and 
bipartisan manner in our committee. I 
also appreciate Majority Leader MITCH 
MCCONNELL for bringing this nomina-
tion to the floor. 

Dr. John King has a longstanding 
commitment to fighting for kids. 
Through his personal background, he 
knows firsthand the power that edu-
cation can have in a student’s life. He 
has enriched students’ lives as a class-
room teacher and as a principal. He has 
worked with schools to help close the 
achievement gap. And he served as the 
commissioner of education for New 
York State for 4 years. No one can 
question his passion for our Nation’s 
young people. 

This administration has a little less 
than a year left in office, but that is 
still plenty of time to make progress in 
several key areas, and that progress is 
more likely with a confirmed Sec-
retary in place at the Department. 

In higher education, I, along with my 
Democratic colleagues, will continue 
to focus on ways to make college more 
affordable, reduce the crushing burden 
of student debt that is weighing on so 
many families today, and continue 
working to fight back against the epi-
demic of campus sexual assaults and 
violence. 

I would also like to see the Depart-
ment take new steps to help protect 
students who are pursuing their de-
grees. As one example, students like 
those who went to Corinthian Colleges, 
have the right to seek loan forgiveness 
if they attended a school that engaged 
in deceptive practices. I am really 
pleased the Department has a new pro-
posal to set up a simple way for stu-
dents to get relief. And all borrowers 
should receive the highest levels of 
customer service and protections under 
the law, particularly our servicemem-
bers and our military families. This is 
an issue I and others have raised di-
rectly with Dr. King during his con-
firmation and one where we are finally 
seeing the administration make 
progress. 

The role of Education Secretary has 
become especially important as the De-
partment begins implementing the 
Every Student Succeeds Act. I expect 
the Department to use its full author-
ity under the Every Student Succeeds 
Act to hold our schools and States ac-
countable, to help reduce the reliance 
on redundant and unnecessary testing, 
and to expand access to high-quality 
preschool. 

A good education can be a powerful 
driving force for success in our country 
and help more families live out the 
American dream. That is what makes 
education such a vital piece of our 
work to help our economy grow from 

the middle out, not from the top down. 
I hope to partner with Dr. King as Sec-
retary of Education to work toward 
that shared goal. 

I urge all of our colleagues today to 
support his nomination. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 

yield back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the King nomination? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE), the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN), the Sen-
ator from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN), the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. SESSIONS), 
and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. TOOMEY). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), 
and the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 49, 
nays 40, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 36 Ex.] 
YEAS—49 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Donnelly 
Durbin 

Feinstein 
Franken 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Reid 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—40 

Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Coats 
Corker 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Lankford 
Lee 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 

Perdue 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—11 

Brown 
Cruz 
Flake 
Kirk 

McCain 
Portman 
Rubio 
Sanders 

Sessions 
Toomey 
Warner 

The nomination was confirmed. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session. 

The majority leader is recognized. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ob-
ject. Reserving the right to object, I 
would say to the majority leader that 
we are about to enter a topic where 
people have strong opinions, and they 
should be able to speak what amount 
they desire and not be limited to 10 
minutes. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
am not sure what the question of the 
Senator from Oregon is related to. I 
was simply going to commend the Sen-
ator from Louisiana for presiding over 
the Chamber for 100 hours—not a ter-
ribly controversial thing, I don’t think. 

Mr. MERKLEY. And I certainly don’t 
object to the Senator doing that. But 
as we go into morning business, there 
is no need to put a 10-minute limit to 
accomplish that. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

GOLDEN GAVEL AWARD 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
would like to say a word to Senators 
about our colleague currently in the 
chair. He has just passed an important 
milestone. He has now presided over 
the Senate for 100 hours. We all know 
what that means. He will be receiving 
the Golden Gavel, and I look forward to 
presenting it to him tomorrow. 

Presiding over the Senate may not 
seem the most glamorous job around 
here to some people, but it is an impor-
tant one. You learn a lot about proce-
dure, you learn a lot about your col-
leagues, and because the use of elec-
tronic devices is prohibited, you redis-
cover the lost art of communicating 
with a pen and a piece of paper. I think 

we could all stand to benefit from that 
kind of practice. 

Today’s Golden Gavel recipient often 
dashes off notes for pages to bring to 
his staff while in the chair, and because 
today’s Golden Gavel recipient is a doc-
tor, it also takes his staff about 3 hours 
to decipher each of the notes he writes. 

Here is the bottom line for our friend 
from Louisiana. Being in the chair re-
minds him of all the history in this 
Chamber. It brings to mind the many 
important decisions that have been 
made here over the years, and it gives 
him perspective. 

‘‘Every now and then,’’ Senator CAS-
SIDY says, he likes to just ‘‘soak up the 
moment.’’ I hope he will take the op-
portunity to do so now. He is the first 
Member of the class of 2014 to earn the 
Golden Gavel distinction, and all of our 
colleagues are pleased to acknowledge 
this accomplishment. 

f 

NATIONAL SEA GRANT COLLEGE 
PROGRAM AMENDMENTS ACT OF 
2015 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask the Chair to lay before the body 
the message to accompany S. 764. 

The Presiding Officer laid before the 
Senate the following message from the 
House of Representatives: 

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S. 
764) entitled ‘‘An Act to reauthorize and 
amend the National Sea Grant College Pro-
gram Act, and for other purposes,’’ do pass 
with an amendment. 

MOTION TO CONCUR WITH AMENDMENT NO. 3450 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I move to concur 
in the House amendment to S. 764 with 
a further amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. MCCON-
NELL] moves to concur in the House amend-
ment to S. 764 with an amendment numbered 
3450. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I send a cloture 
motion to the desk on the motion to 
concur. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to concur in the House amendment with 
an amendment to S. 764, a bill to reauthorize 
and amend the National Sea Grant College 
Program Act, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, Mike Rounds, John 
Barrasso, Deb Fischer, Tom Cotton, 

Roger F. Wicker, Mike Crapo, Johnny 
Isakson, John Cornyn, Pat Roberts, 
Orrin G. Hatch, Richard Burr, James 
M. Inhofe, Jeff Flake, Tim Scott, Cory 
Gardner, Shelley Moore Capito. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the mandatory quorum 
call be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

MOTION TO REFER 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I move to refer the 
House message on S. 764 to the Com-
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. MCCON-
NELL] moves to refer the bill, S. 764, to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science and 
Transportation. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 

f 

IMMIGRATION ENFORCEMENT 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
want to pay tribute to Sarah Root, a 
young woman from Iowa who had a 
very bright future but was taken from 
this Earth too soon. 

Sarah was 21 years old and just grad-
uated from Bellevue University with 
perfect grades. In the words of her fam-
ily, ‘‘She was full of life and ready to 
take on the world.’’ 

According to a close friend of hers, 
Sarah was smart, outgoing, and dedi-
cated to her friends and family. She 
embodied the words that were tattooed 
on her body: ‘‘Live, laugh and love.’’ 

The day Sarah graduated, she was 
struck by a drunk driver. That driver 
was in the country illegally. The al-
leged drunk driver was Edwin Mejia, 
and he had a blood alcohol content of 
.241, three times the legal limit. The 
driver was charged with felony motor 
vehicle homicide and operating a vehi-
cle while intoxicated on February 3. 
Bail was set at $50,000, but he was only 
required to put up 10 percent. So for a 
mere $5,000, the drunk driver walked 
out of jail and into the shadows. As 
Sarah’s father said, after laying his 
daughter to rest, ‘‘The cost of a bond 
cost less than the funeral.’’ 

Those are painful words to hear, but 
what is more frustrating is that the 
driver should have never been released. 
When local law enforcement appar-
ently asked the Federal Government— 
specifically U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement—to take custody of 
the person, the Federal Government 
declined. ICE refused to place a de-
tainer on the driver. An ICE spokes-
man stated that the agency did not 
lodge a detainer on the man because 
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his arrest for felony motor vehicle 
homicide ‘‘did not meet ICE’s enforce-
ment priorities.’’ 

Now the Root family must face the 
consequences of the Federal Govern-
ment’s inaction while grappling with 
their daughter’s death. It is difficult 
for the family to have closure since the 
man is nowhere to be found. It is un-
known if he is still in the United 
States or if he has fled to his home 
country of Honduras, but this is not an 
isolated incident. It is business as 
usual in the Obama administration. Be-
cause of the administration’s policies 
and carelessness, Sarah Root became 
another victim. Once again, this case 
shows that there is a colossal and sys-
tematic breakdown of immigration en-
forcement thanks to the Obama admin-
istration’s flawed policies and lack of 
commitment to the rule of law. 

Unfortunately, a talented young lady 
whose life was cut short, who didn’t 
have an opportunity to take on the 
world, is a story all too common. 
Under President Obama’s Priority En-
forcement Program, a person in the 
country illegally will only be detained 
or removed in a few limited cir-
cumstances. Some say that nearly 
90,000 undocumented immigrants were 
released in 2015 thanks to this policy. 

Secretary Jeh Johnson has claimed 
that only those who have laid down 
roots and do not have serious crimes 
would not be subject to removal. Yet 
their words don’t match up with their 
actions. Local law enforcement, such 
as those in Omaha, NE, have asked the 
Federal Government to take custody of 
certain individuals, but the agency in 
charge refuses. It hides behind their so- 
called priorities. 

The President has a constitutional 
duty to ‘‘take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed.’’ The Constitution 
does not say the President shall make 
a list of which criminals would be pun-
ished or removed and which criminals 
may go about their lives. The Obama 
administration may not agree with the 
laws that Congress passes, but that has 
no bearing on its responsibility to 
make sure the laws are faithfully car-
ried out. 

The administration claims it is well 
within its constitutional duties under 
the doctrine of prosecutorial discre-
tion. However, this administration’s 
approach of announcing its priorities 
and only enforcing the laws on individ-
uals who fall under its priorities is 
both unusual and obviously an abuse of 
prosecutorial discretion. 

This is unusual to prosecutorial dis-
cretion because prosecutors do not usu-
ally announce their priorities or when 
they will exercise prosecutorial discre-
tion. A liberal law professor and immi-
gration attorney, Peter Margulies, ex-
plained that prosecutors strive ‘‘to 
keep prospective lawbreakers in the 
dark.’’ He explains that if prosecutors’ 
discretion priorities are not kept se-
cret, they ‘‘would effectively license 
the wrongdoing.’’ 

He then went on to give an example 
in the case of a burglary. He said: 

When an admitted burglar is youthful and 
the burglar’s ‘‘take’’ is relatively modest, 
judges may not wish to sentence an offender 
to prison, and may look with favor on a plea 
bargain that reflects this sentiment. How-
ever, it would be difficult to imagine pros-
ecutors soliciting applications from known 
burglars for a ‘‘burglar’s holiday’’ that would 
guarantee a specific period of immunity. 

In other words, it is as ridiculous to 
let people contemplating illegally mi-
grating to the United States know they 
will get a pass under certain conditions 
as it would be to let people contem-
plating burglary know they would be 
let off the hook if they met certain 
qualifiers. 

Consider the drunk driver who killed 
Sarah Root. What message does this 
send to people who make a conscious 
decision to get behind the wheel after 
drinking? What this case says is that 
drunk driving—unless convicted—is 
not a serious enough offense to force 
removal proceedings. This is moral 
hazard. Hence, this administration’s 
Priority Enforcement Program is cre-
ating a moral hazard and given license 
to illegal activities. 

Sarah Root is one of many victims in 
the past few weeks who died at the 
hands of undocumented immigrants. In 
Louisville, KY, Chelsea Hogue was put 
into a coma when Jose Aguilar, an un-
documented person, hit her while driv-
ing under the influence of alcohol. ICE 
issued a detainer and did not take cus-
tody of Aguilar but released him a day 
later, again because he had ‘‘no prior 
significant misdemeanor or felony con-
viction.’’ 

Then there is Esmid Pedraza, who 
had been transferred to ICE in August 
of 2013 after serving time for driving 
under the influence. However, he was 
let go on bond because of limited de-
tention space. This is what ICE said at 
that particular time: 

Due to limited availability of detention 
space, ICE prioritizes the use of its immigra-
tion detention beds for convicted felons, 
known gang members, and other individuals 
whose conviction records indicate they pose 
a likely threat to public safety. 

This is ironic, given that the admin-
istration has failed to live up to the 
mandated detention bed limit that 
Congress sets every year. 

Just a little over 2 years after his 
drunk driving offense, Pedraza was 
charged with the murder of his 
girlfriend Stacey Aguilar. Then on 
March 8, an individual illegally present 
in the United States allegedly mur-
dered five people in Kansas and Mis-
souri. The suspect entered the country 
in 1993, committed a series of crimes, 
and was removed from the United 
States in 2004. He attempted to ille-
gally enter again the same month but 
was given ‘‘voluntary return.’’ How-
ever, he returned at some point and 
continued his criminal ways. The sus-
pect had been arrested and charged 
with numerous crimes, including com-
municating a threat with intent to ter-
rorize; battery of a spouse; several 
driving without a license offenses; a 
subsequent felony conviction for com-

municating a threat with intent to ter-
rorize, reportedly based on his threat 
to kill his wife with a rifle, for which 
he was sentenced to incarceration for 2 
years; two arrests for driving under the 
influence, which produced one convic-
tion; and a conviction for domestic bat-
tery. 

On at least two occasions, ICE was 
notified of the suspect but, for various 
reasons, did not take custody of that 
person. That was a major failure be-
tween the Feds and local law enforce-
ment. 

People are illegally entering the 
country, being removed, entering 
again, and committing more crimes. Il-
legal reentries are happening because 
there are no consequences. That is 
what happened in Kate Steinle’s death, 
and that is why we need to move to 
what is called Kate’s Law. That bill 
would deter people from illegally reen-
tering by enhancing penalties and es-
tablishing new mandatory minimum 
sentences for certain individuals with 
previous felony convictions. 

The Obama administration cannot 
continue to turn a blind eye to sanc-
tuary communities and ignore those 
who have broken our laws by illegally 
crossing the border time and again. 

How many more people have to die? 
How many more women—like Kate 
Steinle, Sarah Root, Chelsea Hogue, 
and Stacey Aguilar—are going to be 
taken from their families and friends? 
The parents of these young women are 
grieving today, yet their stories fall on 
deaf ears at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue. 

Things have to change. The President 
must rethink his policies and must find 
a way to ensure that criminal immi-
grants are taken off the streets. The 
Obama administration should try en-
forcing the law, instead of its prior-
ities, for the sake of the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

LANKFORD). The Senator from New Jer-
sey. 

(The remarks of Mr. MENENDEZ per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2675 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from California. 
Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, my col-

league has brought to our attention a 
very crucial issue. We need to be there 
for each other. That is what makes 
America great—when we are there for 
each other. 

(The remarks of Mrs. BOXER per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2674 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mrs. BOXER. I yield the floor. 
Mr. President, I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
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Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO KIM DINE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the extraordinary 
work of United States Capitol Police 
Chief Kim C. Dine, who served with dis-
tinction for more than 3 years with the 
department. 

Chief Dine, who has over 40 years of 
distinguished service in the field of law 
enforcement, was sworn in as the 
eighth chief of police of the United 
States Capitol Police in December 2012. 
As chief, he commanded a force of 
nearly 2,000 sworn and civilian per-
sonnel who provide comprehensive law 
enforcement, security, and protective 
operations services for the U.S. Con-
gress, its staff, and more than 11 mil-
lion annual visitors. Chief Dine also 
served as an ex-officio member of the 
Capitol Police Board. 

Chief Dine’s outstanding dedication 
to duty shined during a tenure that in-
cluded a Presidential inauguration, the 
historic visit of Pope Francis, hundreds 
of protests, and four State of the Union 
addresses, as well as overseeing the de-
partment’s strategic plan update. Chief 
Dine also oversaw other important 
events such as the 2013 Ricin incident, 
Memorial Day and July Fourth con-
certs, the annual National Peace Offi-
cers Memorial Service, the implemen-
tation of a new radio system, and the 
tragic line-of-duty death of Sergeant 
Clinton Holtz. 

Chief Dine’s outstanding policing ca-
reer began in 1975 at the Metropolitan 
Police Department, MPD, in Wash-
ington, DC, where he spent 27 years, 
rising through the ranks to an appoint-
ment as an assistant chief of police. 
During his MPD career, Chief Dine 
worked in many diverse neighborhoods 
across Washington, DC, as well as serv-
ing in a broad range of organizational 
assignments throughout the agency, 
gaining expertise in critical aspects of 
policing and crime reduction strate-
gies. His accomplishments included 
building community coalitions, honing 
community policing strategies, devel-
oping juvenile crime prevention pro-
grams, and initiating use of force 
training and internal investigations. 

During his tenure as MPD’s First 
District commander—an area encom-
passing Capitol Hill and downtown 
Washington, DC—homicides declined 
by 60 percent and community policing 
flourished. His last assignment as as-
sistant chief included command over 
internal affairs, force investigation 
teams, the disciplinary review division, 
the Office of Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity, and management of the memo-
randum of agreement between MPD 
and the U.S. Department of Justice to 
institute agencywide reforms. 

In July 2002, Dine became the chief of 
police of the Frederick Police Depart-

ment, FPD, in Maryland, where he 
served as chief of police for over 10 
years. During his tenure, he and the 
women and men of the FPD focused on 
strengthening the relationship between 
the police and the community, building 
a new strategy of community policing 
and intelligence-led policing, improv-
ing training, producing the agency’s 
first ever strategic plan, acquiring na-
tional law enforcement accreditation, 
achieving flagship status, and aggres-
sively using technology. 

By outreach; marshaling and maxi-
mization of resources; acquisition and 
intelligent use of technology; extensive 
crime analysis; and aggressive acquisi-
tion of grants, FPD was able to combat 
crime more effectively, build bridges 
with Frederick’s minority commu-
nities and deaf community, and make 
major strides in working with the men-
tal health community through effec-
tive partnerships to improve services 
and minimize use of force issues. 
Through implementation of cohesive 
and multifaceted approaches, these ef-
forts resulted in a 10-year record of 
crime reduction, value-added problem 
solving, enhanced trust, and commu-
nication with all constituents that 
made meaningful strides in maintain-
ing the high quality of life and pride in 
Frederick—Maryland’s second largest 
city. 

Chief Dine holds a bachelor of arts 
from Washington College in Chester-
town, MD, and a master of science from 
American University in Washington, 
DC. Chief Dine’s graduate study at 
American University included study 
abroad at the University of London Im-
perial College of Science and Tech-
nology Institute on Drugs, Crimes, and 
Justice in England. Chief Dine is a 
graduate of the FBI National Academy 
and a member of a number of organiza-
tions, including the Police Executive 
Research Forum, the International As-
sociation of Chiefs of Police, and the 
Maryland Chiefs of Police Association. 
He is married to a former NASA sci-
entist and is the proud father of two 
daughters. 

Congratulations on your retirement 
from public service, and we wish you 
the very best in your future. 

f 

EFFORTS TO FIGHT HUMAN TRAF-
FICKING AND OPIOID ADDICTION 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I was dis-

turbed to hear Senator MCCONNELL’s 
remarks on the floor last week ques-
tioning my commitment to supporting 
survivors of human trafficking. I think 
anyone who follows our efforts to stop 
this terrible crime knows the ridicu-
lousness of that claim. I was particu-
larly surprised to hear it coming from 
Senator MCCONNELL who, along with 
Senator GRASSLEY and other Repub-
licans, voted against reauthorizing the 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act 
and the Violence Against Women Act— 
two watershed laws that changed the 
way this country approaches human 
trafficking and other violence against 
women. 

I am deeply committed to supporting 
victims of crime and have been for my 
entire career. I started out as a pros-
ecutor, and I have never forgotten the 
terrible crime scenes I saw. Those im-
ages serve as a constant reminder of 
how important it is to do all we can to 
support survivors and their families. 
And those efforts must include a com-
mitment to providing real money—not 
just lip service—to support survivors as 
they rebuild their lives. 

That is why last Congress, as chair-
man of the Judiciary Committee, I led 
the effort to reauthorize the landmark 
Trafficking Victims Protection Act. 
That historic, bipartisan legislation— 
and the funds it authorized—signaled 
our country’s commitment to ending 
all forms of human trafficking, both 
here at home and around the world. I 
also led the effort to pass the historic 
Leahy-Crapo Violence Against Women 
Act, which included vital updates to 
help women on college campuses, tribal 
lands, immigrants, and new protections 
for those in the LGBT community to 
ensure that every victim in need gets 
the lifesaving services they deserve. 
These impactful laws were enacted 3 
years ago, and they are making a real 
difference in peoples’ lives. Senator 
MCCONNELL may have forgotten about 
what we did in 2013 to greatly expand 
protections for victims of violence, but 
I have not. I will continue fighting for 
our most vulnerable populations and 
work across the aisle to make real 
progress. 

I was glad to see the Senate return 
its attention to the issue of human 
trafficking this Congress with the Jus-
tice for Victims of Trafficking Act, 
which I supported. However, the Senate 
should have also passed my bipartisan 
Runaway and Homeless Youth and 
Trafficking Prevention Act, critical 
legislation to prevent trafficking in 
the first place. That bill would author-
ize funding to provide shelter and serv-
ices for some of our most vulnerable 
kids, kids who are literally walking 
prey for traffickers. Unfortunately, 
Senators MCCONNELL and GRASSLEY op-
posed that effort. Republicans cannot 
pretend to stand up for the rights of 
trafficking victims while leaving these 
children behind. They had a chance to 
help and they said no. That is not lead-
ership. 

Senator MCCONNELL also suggested 
that I had somehow ignored the opioid 
epidemic gripping our Nation and my 
State of Vermont and let the Com-
prehensive Addiction and Recovery Act 
‘‘languish’’ in the Judiciary Com-
mittee. Again, anyone who knows my 
record is aware of how focused I am on 
helping ensure that communities are 
getting the resources they need to re-
spond to this devastating problem. I 
have been holding Senate Judiciary 
Committee field hearings on heroin 
and opioid addiction since 2008. Long 
before the Comprehensive Addiction 
and Recovery Act, CARA, was intro-
duced, I worked to deliver funding— 
real dollars—for antiheroin task forces 
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across the country. And when we did 
first introduce the Comprehensive Ad-
diction and Recovery Act in September 
2014, I was an original cosponsor of that 
legislation and have worked tirelessly 
to see it enacted. 

At the same time, I have worked to 
change the focus from imposing harsh 
and arbitrary mandatory minimum 
sentences on those who abuse drugs to 
actually providing treatment. I know 
that bumper sticker slogans and the 
‘‘war on drugs’’ are failed approaches. 

It is unfortunate that Republicans in 
the Senate are unwilling to put real 
money behind CARA to ensure its pro-
grams will succeed. Just last week, 
Senator MCCONNELL led the Republican 
opposition to Senator SHAHEEN’s 
amendment that would have provided 
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions. Ending this crisis is going to 
cost money, and it is disappointing 
that Senator MCCONNELL and other Re-
publicans are not willing to dedicate 
the resources that are so desperately 
needed by law enforcement and health 
care providers throughout this county. 

Passing one bill in one Congress is 
not the answer to addressing the very 
serious problems facing our commu-
nities. It takes a sustained commit-
ment. I am proud of my record to sup-
port victims of human trafficking and 
communities struggling to respond to 
the opioid epidemic. Unfortunately, too 
often, Republicans have blocked efforts 
to provide real funding for these prior-
ities. I will not stop working until we 
are able to end these scourges. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

ANNIVERSARY OF ASSOCIATED 
LOGGING CONTRACTORS, INC., 
OF IDAHO 

∑ Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the 50th anniversary 
of the Associated Logging Contractors 
of Idaho. 

The Associated Logging Contractors, 
Inc., of Idaho, ALC, have an important 
voice in advocating for policies that 
support an essential sector of Idaho— 
the logging and wood hauling industry. 
Throughout the past 50 years since its 
organization, the association has 
worked to serve its purpose of ‘‘devel-
oping programs that are instrumental 
in helping members to reduce costs of 
operation and to craft creative solu-
tions to problems confronting the in-
dustry.’’ ALC represents nearly 400 
independent logging contractor busi-
nesses from across Idaho. 

From Endangered Species Act re-
form, to boosting rural economies, to 
addressing forest health and much 
more, the ALC has been involved in a 
wide range of discussions central to 
Idaho. I value the organization’s and 
its members’ input and involvement in 
shaping solutions to our natural re-
sources challenges. We have much 
work ahead, but progress is being made 
on public lands issues to the benefit of 

Idahoans and our economy. Positive 
developments in job opportunities and 
more timber identified for harvest for 
the betterment of forest health are the 
result of the State and Federal Govern-
ment working more closely with pri-
vate landowners and the logging com-
munity to make progress toward the 
removal of salvage timber from last 
year’s fires. 

While challenging, collaboration is 
working, and ALC members have been 
instrumental in advancing this effort. 
The organization has much to be proud 
of for its efforts in bringing folks to-
gether to achieve solutions and work-
ing toward their implementation. Col-
laboration is difficult but indispensable 
work, as it brings lasting advance-
ments for habitats, recreation, rural 
economies, and job production. I have 
greatly valued ALC member’s support 
of local collaborative efforts. 

Congratulations to the members of 
the Associated General Contractors of 
Idaho on 50 years of accomplishments. 
Thank you for your hard work building 
up our great State and Nation. I wish 
you all the best for continued success.∑ 

f 

RECOGNIZING CASEY FAMILY 
PROGRAMS 

∑ Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
proud to serve as a co-chair of the Sen-
ate Caucus on Foster Youth. Through 
this caucus and from my time in the 
Senate, I have learned about the expe-
riences that many young people have 
faced when entering the foster care 
system. I have worked to help improve 
the system by ensuring that children 
are cared for and that we do all we can 
to find them safe, loving, and perma-
nent homes. Children should grow up in 
families, not foster care. 

Today, I want to pay tribute to Casey 
Family Programs. It is the Nation’s 
largest operating foundation focused 
exclusively on child welfare. Casey is 
operating in Iowa and all the States to 
provide strategic consultation, tech-
nical assistance, data analysis, and 
independent research and evaluation. 
It enjoys a unique partnership with the 
States by asking what jurisdictions 
hope to achieve that matches the foun-
dation’s mission and working with the 
State in partnership. Casey Family 
Programs also provides direct service 
to children and families in some 
States, and it is committed to the goal 
that no child will age out of their care 
without a caring adult by 2017. 

As a senior member of the Senate Fi-
nance Committee, I value the research, 
data, and policy information that 
Casey Family program shares. They 
have done so much for States, children, 
and families since their inception. 

This month, Casey Family Programs 
is celebrating its 50th Anniversary. I 
want to say congratulations to its 
board of trustees and leadership for 
working so hard to reduce the number 
of youth in foster care. With their help, 
we are working every day to make sure 
foster care is a layover, not a destina-
tion.∑ 

TRIBUTE TO MICHAEL BROWN 
∑ Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to congratulate Michael Brown on 
his retirement after serving the North 
Lake Tahoe Fire Protection District, 
NLTFPD, for over 26 years. It gives me 
great pleasure to recognize his years of 
hard work and dedication to creating a 
safe environment for the communities 
of Incline Village and Crystal Bay. 

Mr. Brown began his career in fire 
services 37 years ago. In 1986, he joined 
the NLTFPD as a firefighter and para-
medic. Throughout his tenure, he 
worked diligently, moving up the chain 
of command, until he left the NLTFPD 
to serve the Nevada Division of For-
estry. He returned to the district in 
2003, assuming the role of assistant fire 
chief. In 2007, Mr. Brown was named 
fire chief, taking full responsibility for 
the department and leading his col-
leagues in fighting fires and providing 
emergency services. Mr. Brown com-
manded the department with over 20 
years of experience as a paramedic, 
serving the local communities with un-
paralleled knowledge. His years of 
service in responding to all types of 
emergency and public service situa-
tions are invaluable to residents across 
the Lake Tahoe community. Mr. Brown 
truly went above and beyond in his role 
with the NLTFPD. 

It is the brave men and women who 
serve in our local fire departments that 
help keep our communities safe. These 
heroes selflessly put their lives on the 
line every day. I extend my deepest 
gratitude to Mr. Brown for his coura-
geous contributions to the people of 
Lake Tahoe. His sacrifice and courage 
earn him a place among the out-
standing men and women who have val-
iantly put their lives on the line to 
benefit others. 

For the last 50 years, the NLTFPD 
has provided risk services to residents 
of Incline Village and Crystal Bay. The 
department has three stations and pro-
vides two staffed ambulances and two 
reserve ambulances to address needs 
within the local community. All fire-
fighters serving the NLTFPD are Ne-
vada emergency medical technicians. 
In addition, the department has over 20 
paramedics ready to assist at any time. 
This department serves as a special re-
source to the community with the abil-
ity to rescue residents in all types of 
scenarios, including emergencies in 
snow, water, or in backcountry, in ad-
dition to protecting local residents in 
incidents of fire. In 1982, it also began 
providing transportation of the sick 
and injured to various hospitals. This 
department has shown unwavering 
dedication to keeping Nevadans of this 
community safe. We are lucky to have 
had someone like Mr. Brown leading 
the way in the department’s efforts. 

Mr. Brown has demonstrated profes-
sionalism, commitment to excellence, 
and dedication to the highest standards 
of the NLTFPD. I am both humbled 
and honored by his service and am 
proud to call him a fellow Nevadan. 
Today I ask all of my colleagues to join 
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me in congratulating Mr. Brown on his 
retirement, and I give my deepest ap-
preciation for all he has done to make 
Nevada a safer place. I offer him my 
best wishes for many successful and 
fulfilling years to come. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ROSSI RALENKOTTER 

∑ Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize Rossi Ralenkotter for 
his hard work and dedication to the 
State of Nevada. I would also like to 
congratulate him on his induction into 
the Nevada Business Hall of Fame. Mr. 
Ralenkotter has gone above and be-
yond in his role with the Las Vegas 
Convention and Visitors Authority, 
LVCVA, contributing greatly to the 
touristic success of our great State. 

Mr. Ralenkotter earned his bachelor 
of science in marketing from Arizona 
State University in 1969 and obtained 
his master’s degree in business admin-
istration from the University of Ne-
vada, Las Vegas in 1971. Prior to work-
ing with LVCVA, Mr. Ralenkotter 
served as a first lieutenant in the U.S. 
Air Force with the 468th Medical Serv-
ice Flight. No words can adequately 
thank him for his service and sacrifices 
in protecting our freedoms. 

He began his career with LVCVA 
more than 40 years ago, starting his 
lengthy tenure as a research analyst. 
From there, Mr. Ralenkotter worked 
diligently, ascending the chain to the 
very top. He was named the authority’s 
executive vice president and senior 
vice president of marketing before tak-
ing the role of president and CEO in 
2004. As president and CEO, Mr. 
Ralenkotter launched the LVCVA’s 
‘‘What happens here, stays here’’ 
branding campaign, one of the most 
successful in Nevada tourism history. 

He also spearheaded the Las Vegas 
Convention Center District project, 
further expanding the convention cen-
ter and increasing Las Vegas’s reputa-
tion as the leading business destination 
in the world. He is truly a role model 
to the local business community, going 
above and beyond to grow Nevada tour-
ism. As our State continues to flourish 
as one of the Nation’s top destinations, 
I remain committed to introducing new 
policies and strengthening existing 
ones that positively affect Nevada 
tourism. I am grateful to have allies 
like Mr. Ralenkotter working toward a 
similar goal. 

Over the past decade, Mr. 
Ralenkotter has been recognized for his 
efforts. He was named Co-Brand Mar-
keter of the Year in 2004 by Brandweek 
Magazine, as one of the 25 Most Influ-
ential People in the Meetings Industry 
by Meeting News in 2005, and as Em-
ployer of the Year by the Employee 
Service Management Association in 
2006. He was also recognized by the 
International Association of Exhibi-
tions and Events with the Pinnacle 
Award, as well as being inducted into 
both the U.S. Travel’s Hall of Leaders 
and the Destination Marketing Asso-
ciation International Hall of Fame in 

2014. These awards are given to those 
individuals who have gone to great 
lengths to grow business and tourism 
in their communities, and without a 
doubt, Mr. Ralenkotter’s efforts merit 
each one of these prestigious awards. 

For the last 40 years, Mr. 
Ralenkotter has demonstrated an un-
wavering commitment to growing Ne-
vada’s tourism industry and further es-
tablishing its prestige. The State of 
Nevada is fortunate to have someone of 
such commitment working towards 
these goals. Today I ask all of my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating 
Mr. Ralenkotter on his induction into 
the Nevada Business Hall of Fame, and 
I wish him well as he continues in his 
efforts for the Silver State.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate 
proceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

At 6:40 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

S. 1172. An act to improve the process of 
presidential transition. 

S. 1580. An act to allow additional appoint-
ing authorities to select individuals from 
competitive service certificates. 

S. 1826. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
99 West 2nd Street in Fond du Lac, Wis-
consin, as the Lieutenant Colonel James 
‘‘Maggie’’ Megellas Post Office. 

H.R. 1755. An act to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to make certain improvements 
in the congressional charter of the Disabled 
American Veterans. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–4674. A communication from the Board 
Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Margin and Capital Requirements for Cov-
ered Swap Entities’’ (RIN3052–AC69) received 
in the Office of the President pro tempore of 
the Senate; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–4675. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator of the Livestock, Poultry and 

Seed Program, Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Livestock Mandatory Reporting: Re-
vision of Lamb Reporting Requirements’’ 
((RIN0581–AD46) (Docket No. AMS–LPS–15– 
0071)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on March 9, 2016; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–4676. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Pistachios Grown in California, Ar-
izona, and New Mexico; Increased Assess-
ment Rate’’ (Docket No. AMS–FV–15–0038) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 9, 2016; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–4677. A communication from the Acting 
Administrator, Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Domestic Dates Produced or 
Packed in Riverside County, California; De-
creased Assessment Rate’’ (Docket No. AMS– 
FV–15–0034) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 9, 2016; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–4678. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director, Senior Executive Management 
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (Manpower and Reserve Affairs), 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2016; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–4679. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director, Senior Executive Management 
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (Energy, Installations and Envi-
ronment), received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 8, 2016; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4680. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director, Senior Executive Management 
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (Energy, Installations and Envi-
ronment), received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 8, 2016; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–4681. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Updated 
Legal Authority Citations for 15 CFR Chap-
ter VII’’ (RIN0694–AG84) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on March 
8, 2016; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4682. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report of the continuation of 
the national emergency with respect to Iran 
that was declared in Executive Order 12957 
on March 15, 1995; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–4683. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director, Senior Executive Management 
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Assistant Secretary 
of Defense (Manpower and Reserve Affairs), 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 8, 2016; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–4684. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
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report of a rule entitled ‘‘Determination of 
Housing Cost Amounts Eligible for Exclusion 
or Deduction for 2016’’ (Notice 2016–21) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 9, 2016; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–4685. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Consistent Basis 
Reporting Between Estate and Person Ac-
quiring Property From Decedent’’ ((RIN1545– 
BM98) (TD 9757)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 9, 2016; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4686. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Modification of 
Rev. Rul. 2005–3’’ (Rev. Rul. 2016–8) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on March 9, 2016; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–4687. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Utility Allowances 
Submetering’’ ((RIN1545–BI91) (TD 9755)) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 9, 2016; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

EC–4688. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Regulations under 
IRC Section 7430 Relating to Awards of Ad-
ministrative Costs and Attorneys’ Fees’’ 
((RIN1545–BX46) (TD 9756)) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on March 
9, 2016; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–4689. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Pharmaceutical Science and 
Clinical Pharmacology Advisory Com-
mittee’’ (Docket No. FDA–2016–N–0001) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 9, 2016; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–4690. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21–323, ‘‘Chancellor of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Public Schools Salary and 
Benefits Approval Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2016’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4691. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Office of Proceedings, Surface 
Transportation Board, Department of Trans-
portation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Information Re-
quired in Notices and Petitions Containing 
Interchange Commitments’’ (RIN2140–AB13) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 9, 2016; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4692. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel, Office of the General 
Counsel, Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Toys: Determination 
Regarding Heavy Elements for Unfinished 
and Untreated Wood’’ (CPSC Docket No. 
CPSC–2011–0081) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 9, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4693. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel, Office of the General 
Counsel, Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-

port of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendment to Clar-
ify When Component Part Testing Can Be 
Used and Which Textile Products Have Been 
Determined Not To Exceed the Allowable 
Lead Content Limits; Delay of Effective 
Date and Reopening of Comment Period’’ 
(CPSC Docket No. CPSC–2011–0081) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on March 9, 2016; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4694. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21–324, ‘‘Protecting Pregnant 
Workers Fairness Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2016’’; to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–4695. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21–325, ‘‘Marion S. Barry Sum-
mer Youth Employment Expansion Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2016’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

S. 742. A bill to appropriately limit the au-
thority to award bonuses to employees 
(Rept. No. 114–226). 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with amendments: 

S. 1638. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to submit to Congress in-
formation on the Department of Homeland 
Security headquarters consolidation project 
in the National Capital Region, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 114–227). 

By Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute: 

S. 2055. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act and the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act with respect to national health 
security. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself, Mr. 
JOHNSON, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. PORTMAN, 
and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 2671. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish rules for 
payment for graduate medical education 
(GME) costs for hospitals that establish a 
new medical residency training program 
after hosting resident rotators for short du-
rations; to the Committee on Finance . 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
KING): 

S. 2672. A bill to reauthorize the program 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs under 
which the Secretary of Veterans Affairs pro-
vides health services to veterans through 
qualifying non-Department health care pro-
viders; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. BALDWIN: 
S. 2673. A bill to amend the Federal Water 

Pollution Control Act and the Safe Drinking 
Water Act to accelerate the development and 

deployment of innovative water tech-
nologies; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

By Mrs. BOXER: 
S. 2674. A bill to authorize the President to 

provide major disaster assistance for lead 
contamination of drinking water from public 
water systems; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. WARREN, and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 2675. A bill to provide for the adjustment 
of the debts of the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. BROWN, Ms. CANTWELL, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms. WARREN, and 
Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 2676. A bill to provide for the adjustment 
of the debts of the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
COONS, and Mr. KING): 

S. Res. 398. A resolution designating March 
15, 2016, as ‘‘National Speech and Debate 
Education Day’’ ; considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. SASSE: 
S. Con. Res. 33. A concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress that those 
who commit or support atrocities against 
Christians and other ethnic and religious mi-
norities, including Yezidis, Turkmen, Sabea- 
Mandeans, Kaka’e, and Kurds, and who tar-
get them specifically for ethnic or religious 
reasons, are committing, and are hereby de-
clared to be committing, ‘‘war crimes’’ , 
‘‘crimes against humanity’’ , and ‘‘genocide’’ 
; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 337 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 337, a bill to improve the Freedom 
of Information Act. 

S. 681 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 681, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to clarify presump-
tions relating to the exposure of cer-
tain veterans who served in the vicin-
ity of the Republic of Vietnam, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 683 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 683, a bill to extend the principle 
of federalism to State drug policy, pro-
vide access to medical marijuana, and 
enable research into the medicinal 
properties of marijuana. 

S. 804 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Ms. MIKULSKI) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 804, a bill to amend title XVIII 
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of the Social Security Act to specify 
coverage of continuous glucose moni-
toring devices, and for other purposes. 

S. 838 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 838, a bill to amend the 
Truth in Lending Act to establish a na-
tional usury rate for consumer credit 
transactions. 

S. 1110 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 

of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1110, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to publish in the Federal 
Register a strategy to significantly in-
crease the role of volunteers and part-
ners in National Forest System trail 
maintenance, and for other purposes. 

S. 1378 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 

of the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LANKFORD) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1378, a bill to strengthen employee 
cost savings suggestions programs 
within the Federal Government. 

S. 1392 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1392, a bill to require cer-
tain practitioners authorized to pre-
scribe controlled substances to com-
plete continuing education. 

S. 1890 
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 

names of the Senator from Washington 
(Mrs. MURRAY) and the Senator from 
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1890, a bill to amend 
chapter 90 of title 18, United States 
Code, to provide Federal jurisdiction 
for the theft of trade secrets, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1975 
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1975, a bill to establish the Sewall- 
Belmont House National Historic Site 
as a unit of the National Park System, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2042 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

names of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) and the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2042, a bill to amend 
the National Labor Relations Act to 
strengthen protections for employees 
wishing to advocate for improved 
wages, hours, or other terms or condi-
tions of employment and to provide for 
stronger remedies for interference with 
these rights, and for other purposes. 

S. 2185 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 

names of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. JOHNSON), the Senator from Alas-
ka (Mr. SULLIVAN), the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2185, a 
bill to require the Secretary of the 

Treasury to mint coins in recognition 
of the fight against breast cancer. 

S. 2289 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from 
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2289, a bill to 
modernize and improve the Family 
Unification Program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. RES. 349 
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the 

name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 349, a resolution con-
gratulating the Farm Credit System on 
the celebration of its 100th anniver-
sary. 

S. RES. 378 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 378, a resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate regarding the cou-
rageous work and life of Russian oppo-
sition leader Boris Yefimovich 
Nemtsov and renewing the call for a 
full and transparent investigation into 
the tragic murder of Boris Yefimovich 
Nemtsov in Moscow on February 27, 
2015. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mrs. BOXER: 
S. 2674. A bill to authorize the Presi-

dent to provide major disaster assist-
ance for lead contamination of drink-
ing water from public water systems; 
to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today I 
rise to address the crisis of lead con-
tamination in drinking water that we 
are seeing all across this Nation. It is 
time for us to come together and solve 
these problems. We have all been out-
raged by the crisis in Flint, where we 
know children and families are being 
poisoned by lead in their drinking 
water. 

My colleagues from Michigan, Sen-
ators STABENOW and PETERS, have an 
excellent bipartisan bill—which Sen-
ator INHOFE and I helped to negotiate— 
that would provide emergency relief to 
address this crisis. The people of Flint 
need this relief now. So I call on any of 
those holding up this bill to get out of 
the way and let this legislation pass 
immediately. The crisis in Flint has 
also brought attention to the broader 
issue of lead in drinking water in com-
munities throughout our Nation. 

I want to read to you some headlines 
from just the last few weeks. Here is 
one from the Clarion-Ledger in Jack-
son, MS: ‘‘Pregnant women, kids cau-
tioned over Jackson water, lead.’’ That 
is February 25, 2016. 

From Newsweek: ‘‘With lead in the 
water, could Sebring, Ohio, become the 
next Flint?’’ That is January, 27, 2016. 

From the Associated Press: ‘‘Ele-
vated Lead Levels Found in Newark 
Schools’ Drinking Water.’’ 

In Charlotte, the Charlotte Observer: 
‘‘Lead in water not confined to Flint.’’ 
That is January 30, 2016. 

Whether it is Flint, MI; Newark, NJ; 
Jackson, MS; or Durham, NC—or shall 
I name some places that are going to 
hit us—the American people have a 
right to expect clean, safe drinking 
water when they turn on their faucets. 

It is clear that this is a national cri-
sis that demands a national solution 
going forward. So that is why today I 
have introduced new legislation, the 
Lead in Drinking Water Disaster Act. 
We are doing this because, should there 
be more Flints, we want to have a bet-
ter way to move forward. 

Currently, the President can declare 
a major disaster for catastrophes such 
as hurricanes, tornadoes, earthquakes, 
tsunamis, storms, droughts, fires, 
floods, and explosions. Now, sometimes 
those fires, floods, and explosions are 
manmade and, yet, we are able to act 
through FEMA, or the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency. But lead in 
drinking water is not on the list of 
major disasters covered under FEMA’s 
rules. 

It is critical that future Presidents 
do not have their hands tied because 
the definition of a major disaster does 
not include lead in drinking water. My 
bill ensures that a lead-contamination 
crisis would be considered a disaster, 
which it clearly is. 

Take a look at the color of the water 
coming out of the fountains here—the 
faucets. Nobody could face this in their 
homes. You would get your kids out of 
there so fast. Current law doesn’t think 
this is a disaster. So I think this sim-
ple way I have of moving forward 
should be attractive to colleagues. I 
hope they will sign on to this very sim-
ple bill. 

The way it would work is that the 
Governor in any State that is hit by 
this would ask the President for a 
major disaster declaration. So for all of 
my colleagues who feel we should proc-
ess these things through the State, 
that is exactly what happens in my 
bill. If the President agrees, FEMA 
would provide immediate assistance to 
protect families from lead in the water. 

What we do in this legislation is we 
name several agencies who would help 
create the plan to address the emer-
gency. It would be, in addition to 
FEMA, Health and Human Services, 
the EPA, and the Army Corps of Engi-
neers. They would work together to 
create a plan to resolve the crisis. 

We can see what is happening to the 
kids in Flint. Instead of doing their 
afterschool activities—look how sweet 
they are—they are carrying bottles of 
water throughout their community. 

Look, there is no safe level of lead for 
children. The effects of exposure are 
generally irreversible. Lead harms the 
developing brains and nervous systems 
of children and babies. It can cause 
miscarriage, stillbirths, and infertility 
in both men and women. People with 
prolonged exposure to lead may be at 
risk for high blood pressure, heart dis-
ease, and kidney disease. 
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What is the extent of this problem? 

Millions of homes across America re-
ceive water from pipes that date back 
to an era before scientists knew of the 
harm caused by lead exposure. While 
we take steps toward investing in mod-
ernizing our water infrastructure, 
which I hope we will do as we write a 
new Water Resources Development 
Act—Senator INHOFE and I are very 
hard at work in doing just that—we 
also have to step in and help commu-
nities that are in crisis right now. 

I want to conclude with this. Again, 
take a look at the drinking water com-
ing out of the tap. Would anyone in the 
Senate stand still for a minute if their 
children or grandchildren were in a sit-
uation where this was the drinking 
water, this was the bathing water? We 
know there is no way we would ever 
allow that to happen. 

No American should ever have to 
drink water that puts their health and 
the health of their children at risk. I 
hope we take action by passing the 
emergency legislation by the Michigan 
Senators this week. The children and 
families of Flint should not have to 
wait one more day. 

After we pass that measure, which 
addresses itself just to Flint, MI, I hope 
we will take up my legislation to help 
future Presidents address this public 
health threat, which is going to pop up 
all over this great Nation of ours. We 
must be prepared. We cannot tie the 
hands of this President or any future 
President. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, 
Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. WARREN, and 
Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 2675. A bill to provide for the ad-
justment of the debts of the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise to be a voice for the 3.5 million 
American citizens living in Puerto 
Rico, the 200,000 Puerto Ricans who 
have served in our Armed Forces in 
every conflict since World War I, and 
the 20,000 who currently wear the uni-
form and put their lives on the line for 
our country. 

I rise to introduce a comprehensive 
stability and recovery package that re-
stores fairness, ensures accountability, 
and gives Puerto Rico the tools it 
needs to dig itself out of this hole. And 
I rise to implore this Congress to act 
before it is too late. 

Let me thank Senators SCHUMER, 
BROWN, WARREN, CANTWELL, 
BLUMENTHAL, and BOOKER for sup-
porting these efforts and working so 
hard on behalf of the people of Puerto 
Rico. I also want to thank Congress-
man PIERLUISI, who coauthored the tax 
sections of this bill along with parts of 
the healthcare titles. 

Finally, I want to thank Governor 
Padilla for his incredible leadership on 
the island and for strongly endorsing 
our legislation. The people of Puerto 

Rico are fortunate to have a Governor 
who cares deeply about their lives and 
is so dedicated to putting them first 
and above politics. 

Let me put it this bluntly: Puerto 
Rico is on the brink of default and 
staring into the abyss. For the better 
part of the past year, the government 
has been compelled to take drastic and 
unprecedented actions just to avoid a 
total default of the central govern-
ment. They have closed schools and 
hospitals, they have laid off police offi-
cers and firefighters, and they have 
raised taxes on businesses and individ-
uals. But all the spending cuts and tax 
hikes in the world will not make a dent 
in this crisis unless Puerto Rico has 
the ability to restructure its debts. 
That is because servicing the govern-
ment’s $72 billion debt is swallowing a 
massive 36 percent of the island’s rev-
enue. That is 36 cents of every dollar 
the government takes in going not to 
roads or bridges and schools but to 
bondholders instead. This percentage is 
six times the U.S. State average and 
simply unsustainable by any measure. 

In fact, despite all we hear about 
Puerto Rico’s significant annual budg-
et deficits, the island would actually be 
running a surplus—a surplus—if it 
didn’t have to make debt payments. 
Let me repeat that: It would have a 
surplus. 

These debt service payments act like 
an albatross and handcuff the people of 
Puerto Rico, preventing them from in-
vesting in their economy. Fewer re-
sources for education, infrastructure, 
and essential services cause a death 
spiral as talented workers opt to leave 
the island, businesses are shuttered, 
and revenue drops even further. That is 
why the first and most important step 
we must take is to give Puerto Rico 
the ability to restructure its debt in an 
orderly fashion—a right that they had 
at one time and that was surrep-
titiously stripped out. There is no leg-
islative history as to why it was 
stripped out, but they had this right. 
This is not novel. Our legislation would 
in essence do just that, providing a fair 
and reasonable way for Puerto Rico to 
restructure all of its debts while avoid-
ing a costly race to the courthouse 
that would result in years—years—of 
costly litigation. But before Puerto 
Rico can even access this authority, it 
needs to affirmatively opt in and ac-
cept the establishment of an inde-
pendent fiscal stability and reform 
board and create a chief financial offi-
cer. 

This both ensures that any restruc-
turing plan is based on objective and 
independent analysis of the island’s sit-
uation and provides assurances to 
creditors that future governments will 
adhere to a prudent long-term fiscal 
plan, while affirming and respecting 
Puerto Rico’s sovereignty. 

Once Puerto Rico opts in, it receives 
an automatic 12-month stay to give 
government officials the necessary 
breathing room to organize their fi-
nances and develop a sustainable 5-year 

fiscal plan upon which annual budgets 
and their restructuring proposal will be 
based. 

Once the Governor submits a restruc-
turing proposal, a judge selected by the 
First Circuit Court of Appeals would 
have to confirm that it complies with 
the fiscal plan, protects the rights of 
pensioners, and, if feasible, does not 
unduly impair general obligation 
bonds. 

Our process follows precedent by giv-
ing creditors a voice and the ability to 
object in court, and it ultimately gives 
an independent judge the authority to 
ensure that any plan is fair and reason-
able. In order to ensure the long-term 
fiscal plan is followed—not just now, 
but in the future—our legislation gives 
the independent board the power to re-
view annual budgets and future debt 
issuances and to exercise strong over-
sight and transparency powers. 

If future budgets do not comply with 
the fiscal plan, the board has the au-
thority to issue a vote of no con-
fidence, which will send a strong and 
unequivocal message to the legislature, 
to capital markets, and to the Puerto 
Rican people that the proposed path is 
unsustainable, which, in turn, will pro-
vide much needed transparency and ac-
countability to the budgeting process. 

At the same time, we are careful to 
affirm the fundamental pillars of de-
mocracy by making the board of, by, 
and for the people of Puerto Rico. The 
board will consist of nine members 
chosen by the Governor of Puerto Rico, 
its legislature, both parties, the Su-
preme Court, and the President of the 
United States. At least six of the board 
members must be full-time residents of 
Puerto Rico, at least six must have 
knowledge of its history, culture, and 
socioeconomics, and all members—all 
members—must have financial and 
management expertise. 

This structure strikes the proper bal-
ance by providing strong and inde-
pendent oversight and accountability 
while still respecting the sovereignty 
and democratic rights of the people of 
Puerto Rico. 

It is not a bailout—far from it, in 
fact. This proposal wouldn’t cost the 
U.S. Treasury a penny—not a dime— 
and, because it is limited to the terri-
tories, wouldn’t have a contagion effect 
on the broader municipal market. 

As I have said before, giving Puerto 
Rico the flexibility to restructure its 
debt is the top priority and a pre-
requisite for any legitimate recovery 
plan. But it is also clear that the lack 
of health care funding parity is adding 
pressure to the overall financial situa-
tion as the island’s health care system 
accounts for 20 percent of the island’s 
economy, and it is responsible for a 
third of its overall debt burden. 

Currently, Puerto Rico’s Medicaid 
Program, rather than being reimbursed 
for necessary costs, is capped. Not only 
is it capped, it is set to hit a funding 
cliff as soon as mid-2017. When this 
happens, the island will instead receive 
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funding to cover only a very small por-
tion of its Medicaid costs, a burden no 
State could handle. 

The second piece of our legislation 
fixes this by moving Puerto Rico to-
ward a Medicaid system that provides 
stable funding for the long term. Addi-
tionally, there are several policies in 
Medicare that treat the island dif-
ferently from the rest of the Nation, 
leaving providers and seniors to face 
unfair penalties and low reimburse-
ments. 

This bill eliminates many of these 
discrepancies to more accurately align 
Medicare policies in Puerto Rico with 
the rest of the country. As citizens of 
the United States—and I emphasize 
that because sometimes Members of 
Congress have asked me whether they 
need an American passport to go to 
Puerto Rico. I thought they were jok-
ing, but they were serious. As citizens 
of the United States, it is only fair 
that Puerto Ricans be afforded the 
same access to care, coverage, and 
health benefits as everyone else. 

Finally, our legislation would 
incentivize Puerto Rican workers to 
enter the formal economy and give 
families the help they need to raise 
their children by providing parity to 
the island for the earned-income tax 
credit and child tax credit. Praised by 
both Republicans and Democrats as 
one of the most effective tools to com-
bat poverty and encourage workers to 
enter the labor market, the earned-in-
come tax credit is currently unavail-
able to the people of Puerto Rico. How-
ever, as American citizens, all it takes 
for a resident of Puerto Rico to become 
eligible for a credit is a short plane 
ride to Miami. 

This is just another reason why so 
many Puerto Ricans have fled the is-
land and taken up residence on the 
mainland. It makes no sense to pro-
hibit American citizens living in Puer-
to Rico from taking advantage of this 
important credit, especially with such 
a stubbornly lower labor participation 
rate. 

Our legislation corrects this in-
equity, providing equal treatment for 
all American citizens, regardless of 
whether they reside in Puerto Rico or 
in the States. 

I shouldn’t need to remind this body 
that from the infancy of our Nation, 
the people of Puerto Rico have been 
there for us and with us, and now we 
need to be there for them. Puerto Rico 
was ceded to the United States in 1898 
after the Spanish-American War. Less 
than two decades later, in 1917, Con-
gress passed the Jones-Shafroth Act, 
granting American citizenship to the 
residents of the island. But even long 
before they were granted U.S. citizen-
ship, Puerto Ricans have had a long 
and profound history of fighting on the 
side of America. 

As far back as 1777, Puerto Rican 
ports were used by U.S. ships, enabling 
them to run British blockades and keep 
commerce flowing, which was so cru-
cial to the war effort. It was Puerto 

Rican soldiers who took up arms in the 
U.S. Civil War, defending this Nation’s 
Capital, Washington, DC, from attack, 
and they fought in the Battle of Fred-
ericksburg. 

In World War I, almost 20,000 Puerto 
Ricans were drafted into the U.S. 
Armed Forces. Let’s not forget about 
the 65th Infantry Regiment, known as 
the Borinqueneers, the segregated mili-
tary unit composed almost entirely of 
soldiers from Puerto Rico, who played 
a crucial and prominent role in World 
War I, World War II, and the Korean 
war. 

I am proud to say that I worked with 
Senator BLUMENTHAL and others to 
make sure that the heroic 
Borinqueneers—the only Active-Duty 
segregated Latino military unit in the 
history of the United States and the 
last segregated unit to be deactivated— 
received well deserved and long over-
due national recognition when we 
passed a bill awarding these coura-
geous patriots with the Congressional 
Gold Medal, the highest expression of 
national appreciation for distinguished 
achievements and contributions to the 
United States. 

While some might be tempted to 
point their finger at our brothers and 
sisters on the island and fault Puerto 
Rico for carrying more than $70 billion 
in debt, I challenge my Senate col-
leagues to work with us on finding so-
lutions because this problem isn’t 
going away. 

Mark my words. If we don’t act now, 
this crisis will explode into a full- 
blown humanitarian catastrophe, not 
in a matter of decades or even years 
but in months. In just a couple of 
months, they have a major payment 
they do not have the wherewithal to 
make. 

We may think we will kick the ball 
down the road. But, no, that human ca-
tastrophe is going take place in 
months, and we will be right back here 
next year with the same set of prob-
lems, only far, far worse. 

Delaying action is akin to letting an 
infection reach the bloodstream before 
seeking treatment. The longer you 
wait, the more painful and challenging 
the treatment is. Puerto Rico isn’t 
asking us to pull them out of this, just 
to give them the wherewithal to help 
them help themselves be able to 
achieve the goal. 

Let’s not stand aside and do nothing 
while the island burns. Let’s not turn 
our backs on our friends and fellow 
citizens when they need us the most. 
Let’s instead come together as a nation 
and support our fellow citizens like we 
always do when things get tough. The 
people of Puerto Rico have always been 
there for us and with us. Let’s make 
sure that we are there for them. 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 398—DESIG-
NATING MARCH 15, 2016, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL SPEECH AND DEBATE 
EDUCATION DAY’’ 

Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
COONS, and Mr. KING) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 398 

Whereas it is essential for youth to learn 
and practice the art of communicating with 
and without technology; 

Whereas speech and debate education of-
fers students myriad forms of public speak-
ing through which students may develop tal-
ent and exercise unique voice and character; 

Whereas speech and debate education gives 
students the 21st-century skills of commu-
nication, critical thinking, creativity, and 
collaboration; 

Whereas critical analysis and effective 
communication allow important ideas, texts, 
and philosophies the opportunity to flourish; 

Whereas personal, professional, and civic 
interactions are enhanced by the ability of 
the participants in those interactions to lis-
ten, concur, question, and dissent with rea-
son and compassion; 

Whereas students who participate in 
speech and debate have chosen a challenging 
activity that requires regular practice, dedi-
cation, and hard work; 

Whereas teachers and coaches of speech 
and debate devote in-school, afterschool, and 
weekend hours to equip students with life- 
changing skills and opportunities; 

Whereas National Speech and Debate Edu-
cation Day emphasizes the lifelong impact of 
providing people of the United States with 
the confidence and preparation to both dis-
cern and share views; 

Whereas National Speech and Debate Edu-
cation Day acknowledges that most achieve-
ments, celebrations, commemorations, and 
pivotal moments in modern history begin, 
end, or are crystallized with public address; 

Whereas National Speech and Debate Edu-
cation Day recognizes that learning to re-
search, construct, and present an argument 
is integral to personal advocacy, social 
movements, and the making of public policy; 

Whereas the National Speech & Debate As-
sociation, in conjunction with national and 
local partners, honors and celebrates the im-
portance of speech and debate through Na-
tional Speech and Debate Education Day; 
and 

Whereas National Speech and Debate Edu-
cation Day emphasizes the importance of 
speech and debate education and the integra-
tion of speech and debate education across 
grade levels and disciplines: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates March 15, 2016, as ‘‘National 

Speech and Debate Education Day’’; 
(2) strongly affirms the purposes of Na-

tional Speech and Debate Education Day; 
and 

(3) encourages educational institutions, 
businesses, community and civic associa-
tions, and all people of the United States to 
celebrate and promote National Speech and 
Debate Education Day. 
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SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-

TION 33—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
THOSE WHO COMMIT OR SUP-
PORT ATROCITIES AGAINST 
CHRISTIANS AND OTHER ETHNIC 
AND RELIGIOUS MINORITIES, IN-
CLUDING YEZIDIS, TURKMEN, 
SABEA-MANDEANS, KAKA‘E, AND 
KURDS, AND WHO TARGET THEM 
SPECIFICALLY FOR ETHNIC OR 
RELIGIOUS REASONS, ARE COM-
MITTING, AND ARE HEREBY DE-
CLARED TO BE COMMITTING, 
‘‘WAR CRIMES’’, ‘‘CRIMES 
AGAINST HUMANITY’’, AND 
‘‘GENOCIDE’’ 
Mr. SASSE submitted the following 

concurrent resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. CON. RES. 33 

Whereas those who commit or support 
atrocities against Christians and other eth-
nic and religious minorities, including 
Yezidis, Turkmen, Sabea-Mandeans, Kaka‘e, 
and Kurds, and who target them specifically 
for ethnic or religious reasons, intend to ex-
terminate or to force the migration or sub-
mission of anyone who does not share their 
views concerning religion; 

Whereas Christians and other ethnic and 
religious minorities have been an integral 
part of the cultural fabric of the Middle East 
for millennia; 

Whereas Christians and other ethnic and 
religious minorities have been murdered, 
subjugated, forced to emigrate, and suffered 
grievous bodily and psychological harm, in-
cluding sexual enslavement and abuse, in-
flicted in a deliberate and calculated manner 
in violation of the laws of their respective 
nations, the laws of war, laws and treaties 
forbidding crimes against humanity, and the 
United Nations Convention on the Preven-
tion and Punishment of the Crime of Geno-
cide, signed at Paris December 9, 1948 (in this 
concurrent resolution referred to as the 
‘‘Convention’’); 

Whereas these atrocities are undertaken 
with the specific intent to bring about the 
eradication and displacement of their com-
munities and the destruction of their cul-
tural heritage in violation of local laws, the 
laws of war, laws and treaties that punish 
crimes against humanity, and the Conven-
tion; 

Whereas local, national, and international 
laws and treaties forbidding ‘‘war crimes’’ 
and ‘‘crimes against humanity’’ and the Con-
vention condemn murder, massacre, forced 
migration, extrajudicial punishment, kid-
napping, slavery, human trafficking, torture, 
rape, and persecution of individuals because 
of their religion and shall be punished, 
whether committed by ‘‘constitutionally re-
sponsible rulers, public officials or private 
individuals’’ as provided by local laws, inter-
national laws and agreements, and the Con-
vention; 

Whereas Article I of the Convention and 
international and local laws confirm that 
genocide and crimes against humanity, 
whether committed in time of peace or in 
time of war, are crimes that government au-
thorities are obligated to prevent and to 
punish; 

Whereas Article II of the Convention de-
clares, ‘‘In the present Convention, genocide 
means any of the following acts committed 
with the intent to destroy, in whole or in 
part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious 
group, as such: (a) Killing members of the 
group; (b) Causing serious bodily or mental 

harm to members of the group; (c) Delib-
erately inflicting on the group conditions of 
life calculated to bring about its physical de-
struction in whole or in part; (d) Imposing 
measures intended to prevent births within 
the group; (e) Forcibly transferring children 
of the group to another group.’’; 

Whereas Article III of the Convention af-
firms, ‘‘The following acts shall be punish-
able: (a) Genocide; (b) Conspiracy to commit 
genocide; (c) Direct and public incitement to 
commit genocide; (d) Attempt to commit 
genocide; (e) Complicity in genocide.’’; 

Whereas, on July 10, 2015, Pope Francis, 
Supreme Pontiff of the Roman Catholic 
Church, declared that Middle Eastern Chris-
tians are facing genocide, a reality that 
must be ‘‘denounced’’ and that ‘‘[i]n this 
third world war, waged piecemeal, which we 
are now experiencing, a form of genocide— 
and I stress the word genocide—is taking 
place, and it must end’’; 

Whereas a March 13, 2015, report of the 
United Nations Committee on Human Rights 
prepared at the request of the Government of 
Iraq stated that ‘‘[e]thnic and religious 
groups targeted by ISIL include Yezidis, 
Christians, Turkmen, Sabea-Mandeans, 
Kaka‘e, Kurds and Shi’a’’ and that ‘‘[i]t is 
reasonable to conclude that some of the inci-
dents [in Iraq in 2014–2015] . . . may con-
stitute genocide’’; and 

Whereas attacks on Yezidis included the 
mass killing of men and boys and enslave-
ment and forcible transfer of women and 
children: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That— 

(1) the atrocities committed against Chris-
tians and other ethnic and religious minori-
ties targeted specifically for religious rea-
sons are, and are hereby declared to be, 
‘‘crimes against humanity’’, and ‘‘genocide’’; 

(2) each of the Contracting Parties to the 
United Nations Convention on the Preven-
tion and Punishment of the Crime of Geno-
cide, signed at Paris December 9, 1948, and 
other international agreements forbidding 
war crimes and crimes against humanity, 
particularly the governments of countries 
and their nationals who are in any way sup-
porting these crimes, are reminded of their 
legal obligations under the Convention and 
these international agreements; 

(3) every government and multinational 
body should call the atrocities being com-
mitted in the name of religion by their right-
ful names: ‘‘crimes against humanity’’, ‘‘war 
crimes’’, and ‘‘genocide’’; 

(4) the United Nations and the United Na-
tions Secretary-General are called upon to 
assert leadership by calling the atrocities 
being committed in these places by their 
rightful names: ‘‘war crimes’’, ‘‘crimes 
against humanity’’, and ‘‘genocide’’; 

(5) the member states of the United Na-
tions, with an urgent appeal to the Arab 
States that wish to uphold religious freedom, 
tolerance, and justice— 

(A) should join in this concurrent resolu-
tion; 

(B) should collaborate on measures to pre-
vent further war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, and genocide; and 

(C) should collaborate on the establish-
ment and operation of domestic, regional 
and international tribunals to punish those 
responsible for the ongoing crimes; 

(6) the governments of the Kurdistan Re-
gion of Iraq, the Hashemite Kingdom of Jor-
dan, the Lebanese Republic, and other coun-
tries are commended for having undertaken 
to shelter and protect those fleeing the vio-
lence of the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria 
(‘‘ISIS’’ or ‘‘Da’esh’’) and other extremists 
until they can safely return to their homes 
in Iraq and Syria; and 

(7) all those who force the migration of re-
ligious communities from their ancestral 
homelands, where they have lived and prac-
ticed their faith in safety and stability for 
hundreds of years—including specifically in 
the Nineveh Plain, a historic heartland of 
Christianity in Iraq and Mount Sinjar, the 
historic home of the Yezidis—should be 
tracked, sanctioned, arrested, prosecuted, 
and punished in accordance with the laws of 
the place where their crimes were committed 
and under applicable international criminal 
statutes and conventions. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3450. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. ROB-
ERTS) proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
764, to reauthorize and amend the National 
Sea Grant College Program Act, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3450. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
ROBERTS) proposed an amendment to 
the bill S. 764, to reauthorize and 
amend the National Sea Grant College 
Program Act, and for other purposes; 
as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. NATIONAL VOLUNTARY BIOENGI-

NEERED FOOD LABELING STAND-
ARD. 

The Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘Subtitle E—National Voluntary 
Bioengineered Food Labeling Standard 

‘‘SEC. 291. DEFINITIONS. 
‘‘In this subtitle: 
‘‘(1) BIOENGINEERING.—The term ‘bio-

engineering’, and any similar term, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, with respect to a 
food, refers to a food— 

‘‘(A) that contains genetic material that 
has been modified through in vitro recom-
binant deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) tech-
niques; and 

‘‘(B) for which the modification could not 
otherwise be obtained through conventional 
breeding or found in nature. 

‘‘(2) FOOD.—The term ‘food’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 201 of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
321). 

‘‘(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 
‘‘SEC. 292. APPLICABILITY. 

‘‘This subtitle shall apply to any claim in 
the labeling of food that indicates, directly 
or indirectly, that the food is a bioengi-
neered food or bioengineering was used in 
the development or production of the food, 
including a claim that a food is or contains 
an ingredient that was developed or produced 
using bioengineering. 
‘‘SEC. 293. ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL VOL-

UNTARY BIOENGINEERED FOOD LA-
BELING STANDARD. 

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF STANDARD.—Not 
later than 1 year after the date of enactment 
of this subtitle, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) establish a national voluntary bioengi-
neered food labeling standard with respect 
to— 

‘‘(A) any bioengineered food; and 
‘‘(B) any food that may be bioengineered or 

may have been produced or developed using 
bioengineering; and 
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‘‘(2) establish such requirements and proce-

dures as the Secretary determines necessary 
to carry out the standard. 

‘‘(b) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A food may be labeled as 

bioengineered only in accordance with regu-
lations promulgated by the Secretary in ac-
cordance with this subtitle. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A regulation promul-
gated by the Secretary in carrying out this 
subtitle shall— 

‘‘(A) prohibit any express or implied claim 
that a food is or is not safer or of higher 
quality solely based on whether the food is 
or is not— 

‘‘(i) bioengineered; or 
‘‘(ii) produced or developed with the use of 

bioengineering; 
‘‘(B) determine the amounts of a bioengi-

neered substance that may be present in 
food, as appropriate, in order for the food to 
be labeled as a bioengineered food; 

‘‘(C) establish a process for requesting and 
granting a determination by the Secretary 
regarding other factors and conditions under 
which a food may be labeled as a bioengi-
neered food; and 

‘‘(D) require that, if a food is voluntarily 
labeled under this section through means of 
scannable images or codes or other similar 
technologies— 

‘‘(i) the label clearly indicates to con-
sumers that more information is available 
about the ingredients of the food; and 

‘‘(ii) the scannable image, code, or similar 
technology provides direct access to infor-
mation regarding whether the food is bio-
engineered or whether bioengineering was 
used in the development or production of the 
food. 

‘‘(c) STATE FOOD LABELING STANDARDS.— 
Notwithstanding section 295, no State or po-
litical subdivision of a State may directly or 
indirectly establish under any authority or 
continue in effect as to any food in inter-
state commerce any requirement relating to 
the labeling or disclosure of whether a food 
is bioengineered or was developed or pro-
duced using bioengineering for a food that is 
the subject of the bioengineered food label-
ing standard under this section that is not 
identical to that voluntary standard. 

‘‘(d) CONSISTENCY WITH CERTAIN LAWS.—To 
the maximum extent practicable, the Sec-
retary shall establish consistency between— 

‘‘(1) the national voluntary bioengineered 
food labeling standard established under this 
section; and 

‘‘(2) the Organic Foods Production Act of 
1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et seq.). 
‘‘SEC. 294. RULEMAKING ON SUBSTANTIAL PAR-

TICIPATION. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF LABELED FOOD.—In this 

section, the term ‘labeled food’ means food 
that bears, or to which is attached, any writ-
ten, printed, or graphic matter, including on 
the immediate container or on the package 
of the food. 

‘‘(b) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this subtitle, 
the Secretary shall promulgate regulations 
defining the circumstances that constitute 
substantial participation by labeled foods 
with voluntary disclosures of whether a food 
is, is not, or may be bioengineered or wheth-
er bioengineering was, was not, or may have 
been used in the development or production 
of the food. 

‘‘(c) CONSIDERATION.—In promulgating reg-
ulations under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall consider— 

‘‘(1) the percentage of the labeled foods 
consumed by consumers that disclose wheth-
er the food is, is not, or may be bioengi-
neered or whether bioengineering was, was 
not, or may have been used in the develop-
ment or production of the food; and 

‘‘(2) the extent to which there is clear indi-
cation in a usual and customary form that 

information is available for the most fre-
quently consumed labeled foods or direct ac-
cess to disclosures for the most frequently 
consumed labeled foods, including through 
means that are clear and direct other than 
the label or labeling, such as responses to 
consumer inquiries through call centers, the 
Internet, websites, social media, scannable 
images or codes or other similar tech-
nologies that would allow consumers to ac-
cess the information, or any other means the 
Secretary considers appropriate for dis-
closing the bioengineered content of food. 

‘‘(d) REQUIREMENT.—In promulgating regu-
lations under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall define the term ‘most frequently con-
sumed labeled foods’. 
‘‘SEC. 294A. NATIONAL MANDATORY BIOENGI-

NEERED FOOD LABELING STAND-
ARD. 

‘‘(a) REQUIREMENT FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF 
MANDATORY STANDARD.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The mandatory standard 
under subsection (b) shall be established only 
if the Secretary determines there is not sub-
stantial participation as determined in ac-
cordance with section 294(b). 

‘‘(2) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall make 
the determination as described in paragraph 
(1) not earlier than the date that is 2 years 
after the date on which the Secretary has 
promulgated regulations under each of sec-
tions 293 and 294(b). 

‘‘(3) INITIATION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that there is not at least 70 percent 
substantial participation as determined in 
accordance with section 294(b), the Secretary 
shall promulgate regulations to establish a 
mandatory standard in accordance with this 
section. 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF MANDATORY STAND-
ARD.—If the Secretary determines that there 
is not substantial participation as described 
in subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) establish a national mandatory bio-
engineered food labeling standard with re-
spect to— 

‘‘(A) bioengineered food; and 
‘‘(B) food that may be bioengineered or 

may have been produced or developed using 
bioengineering; and 

‘‘(2) establish such requirements and proce-
dures as the Secretary determines necessary 
to carry out the standard. 

‘‘(c) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary estab-

lishes a mandatory standard under sub-
section (b), a food may be labeled as bioengi-
neered only in accordance with regulations 
promulgated by the Secretary in accordance 
with this section. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A regulation promul-
gated by the Secretary in carrying out this 
section shall— 

‘‘(A) prohibit any express or implied claim 
that a food is or is not safer or of higher 
quality solely based on whether the food is 
or is not— 

‘‘(i) bioengineered; or 
‘‘(ii) produced or developed with the use of 

bioengineering; 
‘‘(B) determine the amounts of a bioengi-

neered substance that may be present in 
food, as appropriate, in order for the food to 
be labeled as a bioengineered food; 

‘‘(C) establish a process for requesting and 
granting a determination by the Secretary 
regarding other factors and conditions under 
which a food may be labeled as a bioengi-
neered food; 

‘‘(D) exclude food served in a restaurant or 
similar establishment; and 

‘‘(E) require an appropriate person (as de-
termined by the Secretary) to disclose food 
that is subject to the mandatory standard ei-
ther through— 

‘‘(i) a statement made on the food label or 
labeling; or 

‘‘(ii) means other than the label or label-
ing, including responses to consumer inquir-
ies through call centers, the Internet, 
websites, social media, scannable images or 
codes or other similar technologies that 
would allow consumers to access the infor-
mation, or any other means the Secretary 
considers appropriate for disclosing the bio-
engineered content of food. 

‘‘(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—The implementa-
tion date for regulations promulgated in ac-
cordance with this section shall be not ear-
lier than 2 years after the later of— 

‘‘(A) the date on which the Secretary pro-
mulgates the final regulations under this 
section; or 

‘‘(B) the date on which the Secretary 
makes a determination under subsection 
(a)(1). 

‘‘(d) STATE FOOD LABELING STANDARDS.— 
Notwithstanding section 295, no State or po-
litical subdivision of a State may directly or 
indirectly establish under any authority or 
continue in effect as to any food in inter-
state commerce any requirement relating to 
the labeling or disclosure of whether a food 
is bioengineered or was developed or pro-
duced using bioengineering for a food that is 
the subject of the bioengineered food label-
ing standard under this section that is not 
identical to the mandatory labeling require-
ment under this section. 

‘‘(e) ENFORCEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) PROHIBITED ACT.—It shall be a prohib-

ited act for a person to knowingly fail to 
make a disclosure as required under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(2) RECORDKEEPING.—Each person subject 
to the mandatory labeling requirement 
under this section shall maintain, and make 
available to the Secretary, on request, such 
records as the Secretary determines to be 
customary or reasonable in the food indus-
try, by regulation, to establish compliance 
with this section. 

‘‘(3) EXAMINATION AND AUDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-

duct an examination, audit, or similar activ-
ity with respect to any records required 
under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(B) NOTICE AND HEARING.—A person sub-
ject to an examination, audit, or similar ac-
tivity under subparagraph (A) shall be pro-
vided notice and opportunity for a hearing 
before an administrative law judge on the re-
sults of any examination, audit, or similar 
activity. 

‘‘(C) AUDIT RESULTS.—After the notice and 
opportunity for a hearing under subpara-
graph (B), the Secretary shall make public 
the summary of any examination, audit, or 
similar activity under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(4) RECALL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary 
shall have no authority to recall any food 
subject to this subtitle on the basis of 
whether the food is labeled as bioengineered 
or developed or produced using bio-
engineering. 
‘‘SEC. 294B. SAVINGS PROVISIONS. 

‘‘(a) TRADE.—This subtitle shall be applied 
in a manner consistent with United States 
obligations under international agreements. 

‘‘(b) OTHER.—Nothing in this subtitle— 
‘‘(1) affects the authority of the Secretary 

of Health and Human Services or creates any 
rights or obligations for any person under 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.); or 

‘‘(2) affects the authority of the Secretary 
of the Treasury or creates any rights or obli-
gations for any person under the Federal Al-
cohol Administration Act (27 U.S.C. 201 et 
seq.). 

‘‘Subtitle F—Labeling of Certain Food 
‘‘SEC. 295. FEDERAL PREEMPTION. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF FOOD.—In this subtitle, 
the term ‘food’ has the meaning given the 
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term in section 201 of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321). 

‘‘(b) FEDERAL PREEMPTION.—No State or a 
political subdivision of a State may directly 
or indirectly establish under any authority 
or continue in effect as to any food or seed 
in interstate commerce any requirement re-
lating to the labeling of whether a food (in-
cluding food served in a restaurant or simi-
lar establishment) or seed is genetically en-
gineered (which shall include such other 
similar terms as determined by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture) or was developed or 
produced using genetic engineering, includ-
ing any requirement for claims that a food 
or seed is or contains an ingredient that was 
developed or produced using genetic engi-
neering.’’. 

f 

NATIONAL SPEECH AND DEBATE 
EDUCATION DAY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S. 
Res. 398, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 398) designating 
March 15, 2016, as ‘‘National Speech and De-
bate Education Day’’. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be agreed to, the preamble be 
agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table with no intervening action or 
debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 398) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

APPOINTMENT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair, on behalf of the President pro 
tempore, upon the recommendation of 
the majority leader, pursuant to Public 
Law 105–292, as amended by Public Law 
106–55, Public Law 107–228, and Public 
Law 112–75, appoints the following indi-
vidual to the United States Commis-
sion on International Religious Free-
dom: Ambassador Jackie Wolcott of 
Virginia. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, MARCH 15, 
2016 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m., Tuesday, March 
15; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; further, that following 

leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe-
riod of morning business until 12:30 
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each; fur-
ther, that the Senate stand in recess 
from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for the weekly conference meetings; fi-
nally, at 2:15 p.m., the Senate then re-
sume consideration of the message to 
accompany S. 764. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order, following the remarks 
of Senator MERKLEY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Oregon. 
f 

GENETICALLY MODIFIED FOOD 

Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
to address the motion that is on the 
floor right now, which is a motion to 
adopt an amendment that is essen-
tially a new version of the Monsanto 
DARK Act. Now, DARK is an acronym 
that stands for ‘‘Denying Americans 
the Right to Know.’’ This is, by the 
way, an amendment that has not been 
seen in any committee in the Senate 
ever. 

We heard a lot of discussion about 
how we were going to have a process in 
this Chamber where things would be in 
the ordinary fashion—go through the 
committee so it could be digested and 
analyzed—but instead this amendment 
is to an underlying bill that has been 
ping-ponging back and forth between 
the House and Senate. This legislation 
has never been heard in committee. It 
was crafted over the last few hours. 
Here we are with a fundamental issue 
of citizens’ right to know, and the ma-
jority leader of this Chamber has de-
cided to bypass any ordinary consider-
ation to jam this through on behalf of 
Monsanto. 

What is at stake here? What is citi-
zens’ right to know about? It is about 
genetically modified or genetically en-
gineered ingredients that are in their 
food. Across the country 90 percent of 
Americans want to have some indica-
tion of what is in their food and wheth-
er there are GE ingredients. They feel 
this is relevant to what they would 
like to buy. Even if they don’t person-
ally look it up when they buy a prod-
uct, they feel citizens should have a 
right to know. I rounded it off and said 
90 percent, but it is actually 89 percent. 
The survey took place last fall. I be-
lieve it took place in November of 2015. 
This fundamental notion about the 
right to know what is in your food 
transcends every ideology in our coun-
try. 

The Presidential primary season is 
going on right now, and we are seeing 

a huge range of ideologies from the left 
to the right on display, but when we 
talk to citizens about this right to 
know, it doesn’t matter if they are 
Democrats, Independents, Republicans, 
rightwing Republicans or leftwing 
Democrats, they all come out essen-
tially the same. Let’s break it down by 
each party. Democrats are at 9 to 1, or 
92 percent; Republicans are at 84 per-
cent, which rounds out to about 81⁄2 Re-
publicans to 1 Republican. It is a huge 
ratio. Independents are 9 to 1, or 89 per-
cent. When asked if they feel strongly 
about this, they say, yes, they do feel 
strongly about this. That just goes to 
the fundamental notion that here in 
America citizens believe they have the 
right to make up their own minds and 
not have the overreach of the Federal 
Government telling them what to be-
lieve or the government saying: You 
can’t have the information you want in 
order to make your decision as a con-
sumer. Citizens resent that. Citizens 
get angry about that. Yet right now 
the majority party in this Chamber is 
trying to push through just such a re-
pression of a citizen’s right to know. 

This has been triggered by a law in 
Vermont. Citizens in Vermont voted 
and decided they want to know if their 
food has GE, genetically engineered, 
ingredients, and that law goes into ef-
fect on July 1 of this year. Our big food 
industry—Monsanto and friends—said: 
No, we can’t let the citizens of 
Vermont have the information they 
want. We must pass a Federal law to 
stop them. By the way, we need to stop 
every other State in the United States 
of America and every other subdivision 
of any State in the United States of 
America from providing this informa-
tion, which 9 out of 10 Americans want 
to have listed on their food. 

We are all acquainted with labels on 
food. That is not something new. Some 
citizens look at it to determine how 
many calories are in the food. Others 
look at what vitamins may be in the 
food or if it meets the daily rec-
ommended dose of vitamins. Some go 
to see if it has a form of cornstarch, 
corn sugar, or high fructose corn syrup 
that maybe they like or don’t like. 

We also have labeling laws about 
other things consumers care about on 
their food. If you sell fish in a grocery 
store in America, you have to tell the 
consumer whether that fish has been 
caught in the wild or whether it has 
been raised on a farm. Why? Because 
citizens wanted that information. They 
considered that relevant to their deci-
sion about their purchase of foods for 
themselves and their families. 

Let’s consider the fact that here in 
America if you put juice in a store, you 
have to say whether it is made from 
concentrate or whether it is fresh. 
Why? Because consumers thought that 
was relevant to how they would like to 
exercise their judgment. Well, 9 out of 
10 Americans say they want the infor-
mation on whether there are GE ingre-
dients, but now we have this bill on the 
floor—this Monsanto DARK Act addi-
tion 2.0—that says, no, we are going to 
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take away that power from every State 
in the country, not just Vermont, not 
just my home State of Oregon but 
every State. We are going to take it 
away from any subdivision of those 
States. We are going to black out that 
information so consumers can’t have 
it. 

Here is the question we face: Are we 
going to hold a vote this week in this 
Chamber, as scheduled by the majority 
leader for Wednesday, to shut down de-
bate on this topic? The majority leader 
didn’t allow debate today because he 
just introduced the bill tonight and he 
just set the schedule for tomorrow. We 
are not going to have the debate until 
2:15 p.m. tomorrow, and he said we are 
going to vote on Wednesday morning 
on this critical issue affecting citizens’ 
right to know. So on behalf of Mon-
santo and friends, he wants to make 
sure there are only a few hours of de-
bate and that the citizens of our coun-
try don’t even know this dirty deed is 
being done in this Chamber. That is 
why I am speaking right now, because 
it is important for the citizens to know 
this is being rammed through right 
now at a time when it is most likely 
not going to gain public attention. 

Why is that? Why did the majority 
leader do this on a Monday night right 
before the five big primaries that occur 
tomorrow? Because the news media is 
very busy covering those five big pri-
maries. Who is going to win the Repub-
lican primary in Florida that will af-
fect, one way or another, whether a 
Member in this Chamber stays in the 
race? Who will win the Republican pri-
mary in Ohio? That is possibly going to 
affect whether the frontrunner gets a 
majority by the time the convention 
comes up. Who is going to win the 
Democratic primary in Illinois? Who is 
going to win the Democratic primary 
in Ohio? That will have a big impact on 
the rhythm of that. So the media is 
very consumed and very busy, and that 
is why here, on the eve of this major 
Tuesday primary, this bill has been put 
on the floor. Americans have no idea it 
is happening. They can ram this thing 
through with no notice to the Amer-
ican people because, again, this bill 
was never considered in committee. 
This is a whole new creature—this 
Monsanto DARK Act 2.0. 

What specifically does it do and how 
has it morphed? Well, this is very in-
teresting. This act says States are 
banned from providing information 
that 9 out of 10 of their citizens want. 
It says subdivisions are banned from 
providing information that 9 out of 10 
of their citizens want, and then it says 
there will be a voluntary program, and 
if, after a series of years, citizens can 
get information based on consumer in-
quiries, then this ban will continue for-
ever. If they can’t get the information 
on 70 percent of the major foods that 
are being sold, then all that is required 
is a response to consumer inquiries. In 
other words, no labeling requirement, 
no simple fashion for a consumer to 
find out what is in their food. If we put 

a ban on States from providing easy-to- 
use consumer information about GM or 
GE ingredients, then there must be a 
national consumer easy-to-use indica-
tion on the label. 

The argument is put forward—and I 
share it—that 50 different State stand-
ards would be confusing and expensive 
and almost impossible to implement. 
One warehouse serves multiple States 
and so on and so forth. Having a dif-
ferent label in every State makes no 
sense. OK. I take that point. But if we 
are going to ban the States from pro-
viding the information consumers want 
on the argument that there should be 
one national standard for simplicity, 
then there must be a consumer-friendly 
national standard, and there is no such 
standard in this Monsanto DARK Act 
2.0 placed on the floor tonight. 

There is an interesting twist here be-
cause they have proposed some ideas 
that are different from putting con-
sumer-friendly information on the 
label. The first of those ideas is a 1–800 
number. It works like this. Let’s say, 
like my daughter, you are interested in 
high fructose corn syrup. 

I am going to use this book here as a 
visual aid, and I ask unanimous con-
sent to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MERKLEY. I thank the Chair. 
Imagine these are products that are 

in the grocery store. So I, the con-
sumer, am going down the aisle, and I 
say: I want to know whether these con-
tain high fructose corn syrup. Well, I 
turn it over and look at the ingredi-
ents, and I see that one does. Looking 
at this one: No, this one doesn’t. Let 
me check the third. It is right here. I 
have the answer. I have checked three 
products in 5 seconds. That is con-
sumer friendly. But let’s say we have 
to call the 1–800 number to find out. 

I ask unanimous consent to use my 
cell phone as a visual aid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MERKLEY. So now I have to pull 
my cell phone out of my pocket, and I 
have to find this number that is prob-
ably too small for me to read. I have to 
turn on my phone and hope there is a 
cell connection in the store, which 
there may or may not be. I dial it up. 
Oh, I am talking to somebody in the 
Philippines, and they have no idea 
what I am asking about. Oh, I am talk-
ing to some call center somewhere else, 
and they have all kinds of information, 
but they are not sure exactly what my 
question is about GE ingredients. And 
maybe I have to wait 15 minutes while 
I am on hold. We have all had that ex-
perience. Every one of us has had the 
experience of not just waiting 15 min-
utes; we call a consumer help line or 
maybe a 1–800 number and maybe it is 
half an hour. They give you a little 
message: We are sorry, we have a high 
call volume and we just can’t get to 
you yet, but we will get back to you in 
maybe 30 or 40 minutes. I am standing 
here in the aisle. I want to compare 

these three products. I have to call 
three different 800 numbers. I ask, can 
anyone on this floor stand up and say 
this is a consumer-friendly way to an-
swer the fundamental question as to 
whether there is a GE or GM—geneti-
cally engineered or genetically modi-
fied—ingredient? No. This is absurd. 
This is a sham. That is why it is sham 
No. 1. 

But there is not just one sham in this 
bill; there are more. The second sham 
is a computer code. So picture this: In-
stead of being able to pick up a product 
and say ‘‘I want to see if this has pea-
nuts in it; I am allergic to peanuts,’’ I 
can check my second product. Oh, here 
it is. I check the third product. No, no 
peanuts. I am allergic to peanuts. In 5 
seconds, I have checked three products. 
That is consumer friendly. 

But now this second sham is that I 
have to have a smartphone with me. I 
have to take a picture of this code 
called a quick response code, and that 
will take me to a Web site, and maybe 
I will find out the information in the 
format presented by the company 
itself, which will probably be com-
pletely incomprehensible and indigest-
ible. All I wanted to know was whether 
there is a GM ingredient. But now I 
have to take a picture. I have to go to 
a Web site. I have to negotiate the in-
formation on the Web site. All I needed 
was a little symbol right here. It 
doesn’t matter what the symbol is. It 
could be ‘‘GM.’’ It could be ‘‘GE.’’ It 
could be a ‘‘t’’ for transgenic. That is 
what Brazil uses. It could be a happy 
face. Just anything so that consumers 
knew what that symbol stood for. That 
would allow them to check it very 
quickly and very easily. 

A QR code is even more diabolical be-
cause when you use your phone to take 
a picture of this and go to that Web 
site, they track some of your informa-
tion. You have to give up your privacy. 
I have to give up my privacy to find 
out if there is a GE ingredient in the 
food I am eating? No. No way. No how. 
Just wrong. An invasion, an overreach 
of the Federal Government asking me 
to give up my privacy by having to 
take a picture of this. 

Envision now whether this is really 
practical in any way. Not only might it 
take half an hour to go through those 
three different QR codes and find out 
what they really mean, but I am shop-
ping for groceries. This is just one item 
I want to buy. I want to buy a can of 
soup. That is what I want to do. But I 
have 20 more things on my list. I go to 
the second thing. Maybe I want to buy 
hot dogs, and now there are 10 different 
versions of hot dogs. What am I going 
to do—take a picture of all 10 hot dogs 
for my second item on the list? 

Now I am 2 hours into my shopping 
trip. I have a child in the grocery cart 
who is hungry and who is tired and who 
wants to go home. I want to go home. 
I want to get home and cook dinner for 
myself and my family. I have to spend 
2 hours to check out two products on 
my grocery shopping list. This is a 
complete sham. 
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There is even more to come. This is 

sham No. 3 that is in the Monsanto 
Protection Act, Monsanto DARK Act— 
Denying Americans the Right to 
Know—2.0. Here is a wonderful idea. 
This says a company can provide infor-
mation via social media, as in 
Facebook or Twitter or who knows 
what—Instagram. So here I am now. 
Picture this. This really takes the 
cake. I am in the store. I care about GE 
ingredients, and I check product No. 1 
for their 800 number, but they don’t 
have an 800 number, or they have it but 
it is not for this purpose because this 
company has done their voluntary dis-
closure not through the 800 number. So 
I think, well, am I supposed to take a 
picture of the smart code? I look for it. 
Maybe I find one. I take a picture, I go 
to the Web site, but no information is 
there because this company has de-
cided to do voluntary disclosure 
through social media. Well, which so-
cial media? I am supposed to know if 
they are putting it up on Facebook or 
if they are supposed to be putting it on 
Instagram or on Twitter? No, because 
they can put it anywhere they want. 

So here we have a completely un-
workable system in every possible way. 
In other words, all three of these ideas 
were put into this bill solely for the 
pretense that there is some form of dis-
closure to consumers. 

Now, why would the author of this 
bill that was put on the floor tonight 
go to this tremendous effort to have 
this pretense about disclosure? Well, 
let’s go back to where I started. The 
reason for the pretense is that 9 out of 
10 Americans want to know. So this is 
a scam on the American people. 

Right now, citizens in our country 
are very angry. They are very upset. 
We have gone through four decades in 
which the middle class has been 
squeezed, and they know they are get-
ting the short end of the stick. They 
know that our national wealth has 
grown enormously but nothing is 
shared with the middle class. They 
know the system is rigged. And here 
comes our majority leader to put a bill 
on the floor that further rigs the sys-
tem with this Monsanto DARK Act edi-
tion 2.0. 

So citizens across the country, this is 
being done to take away your rights 
when you are not paying attention be-
cause we are in the middle of a major 
primary tomorrow. So if you are aware 
of this Monsanto DARK Act 2.0 being 
on the floor right now and that there is 
going to be a vote on it on Wednesday 
morning, then weigh in and say it is 
not all right. Share with other Ameri-
cans on your social media and say that 
this sham disclosure bill is not OK, 
that taking away the desire and right 
of 9 out of 10 Americans to want to 
know if there is GE ingredients in their 
food—taking away that right is a com-
plete travesty. 

This is the type of overreach that 
makes citizens mad. This is the type of 
jam-through legislation on behalf of a 
powerful special interest to take away 

what citizens care about that makes 
people mad. My colleagues across the 
aisle know that, so they want to jam 
this through in the dark of night when 
the country is not paying attention. 
That is simply not OK. It is not OK. 

Some may say: What is the big deal 
here? Aren’t genetically engineered 
products all wonderful, and why would 
any citizen actually be concerned 
about them? Why do these 9 out of 10 
citizens have this desire? They are just 
misled. There is no concern about GE 
ingredients. We are just taking away 
their right because they don’t know 
what they are talking about. Their 
concerns are not legitimate. 

Well, I will tell my colleagues to-
night that their concerns are legiti-
mate. Genetic engineering can produce 
a benefit and it can produce problems, 
and therefore it is the citizens’ right to 
be able to make the evaluation of how 
they want to spend their dollar, just as 
it is their right if they want to buy re-
constituted juice versus fresh juice, 
just as it is their right if they want to 
buy wild fish rather than farmed fish, 
just as it is their right if they don’t 
want to buy food with high fructose 
corn syrup, or maybe they do want to 
buy it, but they get to choose. They get 
to look at the ingredients and the la-
beling and they get to choose. 

Let me expand a little bit on this be-
cause science has provided us with both 
an accounting of some of the benefits 
and an accounting of some of the prob-
lems. Science indicates that there is 
some truth in both. For example, let’s 
take one of the benefits. This is a pic-
ture of golden rice. Well, what is gold-
en rice? In parts of the world, citizens 
suffer from a big deficiency of vitamin 
A. Therefore, this rice has been geneti-
cally engineered to have vitamin A in 
it, and it can, in parts of the world 
where rice is routinely eaten, help ad-
dress that. Folks have said that is a 
good thing. Now, I don’t know all the 
reverberations of cultivating this type 
of rice versus another type of rice. 
There might be a problem hidden away 
in those different cultivation tech-
niques. But by and large, I have heard 
positive things about golden rice help-
ing address a vitamin deficiency. 

Let’s take transgenic carrots. Their 
cells have been cultivated in order to 
provide a substance that provides a 
cure to Gaucher’s disease. So that 
seems like a benefit because people 
who suffer from Gaucher’s disease are 
awfully happy about having a remedy. 

Let’s take yams grown in South Afri-
ca. Well, they have several different vi-
ruses that affect these yams, and so by 
genetically engineering to resist these 
viruses, as far as I am aware, we don’t 
know yet of any side effects that are a 
problem. As of now, this can be some-
thing that is generally registered as a 
benefit, to have that resistance to 
these viruses. There is even discussion 
of genetic modifications that can be 
done that serve in lieu of immuniza-
tions. That is a very interesting sci-
entific idea. That could be a way to 

provide resistance to humans with cer-
tain diseases. 

That is only part of the story. Just as 
science has documented that there are 
benefits, there are also some concerns. 
Here in the United States, the major 
genetic modification is something 
called Roundup Ready. It makes a par-
ticular plant immune to the effects of 
an herbicide. Herbicides kill the plants, 
so this makes the plant immune to the 
substance that kills plants. Therefore, 
you can use this herbicide to control 
weeds without killing the corn or with-
out killing sugar beets or without kill-
ing the cotton, and so forth. 

(Mr. DAINES assumed the Chair.) 
So what have we seen? Since this ge-

netically engineered quality was devel-
oped, we have seen a massive increase 
in the use of herbicides on crops. It has 
gone from 7.4 million pounds back in 
1994 to now over 160 million pounds. We 
see this massive increase and its con-
tinued path to 2012. One of the effects 
is that if you have this massive 160 mil-
lion pounds of herbicide on fields that 
weren’t there 20 years earlier, what 
you have is a lot of runoff of herbicide 
into our streams and into our rivers. 
When you put plant-killing stuff in our 
streams and rivers, it has an impact on 
the ecosystem. That is a scientifically 
documented legitimate concern. 

There is another concern. When we 
tilled fields to take down the weeds, it 
was mechanical, and in that disturbed 
soil grew a variety of things and the 
edges of fields grew a variety of things. 
One example is milkweed. It has been 
scientifically documented that there is 
a big reduction in these miscellaneous 
weeds and some of the related insects 
and species that otherwise would have 
inhabited that area near these fields. 
One example is the monarch butterfly. 
The monarch butterfly has crashed in 
the Midwest because of the dramatic 
reduction in milkweed with a change 
from mechanical tilling to herbicide 
control of weeds. That is just the ca-
nary in the coal mine—or the monarch 
in the coal mine. We don’t know what 
else is being affected by this massive 
application of herbicides. 

Here is another challenge. This is an 
interesting genetic modification. This 
is called Bt corn. Bt corn has been ge-
netically modified so it produces a pes-
ticide inside each corn cell, and par-
ticularly the goal is that when the lar-
vae of these beetles start eating, the 
pesticide would kill the larvae of these 
beetles. These larvae are referred to as 
the ‘‘western corn worm.’’ 

The western corn worm does a lot of 
damage, and you put the pesticide in-
side the cells. Both the larvae and the 
beetles themselves like to eat the corn. 
They like to eat the strands of pollen 
that pollinate the corn. What can end 
up is corn that has only a few kernels 
on them. There is a greatly reduced 
amount of kernels as a result of the 
pollen being compromised. What is 
happening as a result of the prevalence 
of this Bt corn which is grown all over 
the United States? What is happening 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:49 Mar 15, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G14MR6.038 S14MRPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
4V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1472 March 14, 2016 
is that these larvae of the corn worms 
and beetles are developing a resistance 
to it because Mother Nature has a few 
surprises. At any one moment in a 
large population, there are thousands 
or millions of accidental mutations oc-
curring. Out of those mutations, when 
millions and millions of these beetles 
and their larvae are exposed, eventu-
ally a few of them have a mutation 
that makes them immune to the pes-
ticide. Then they proceed to have off-
spring, and then the offspring have 
more mutations and become more re-
sistant. Suddenly, you now have to go 
back and put pesticides in these fields, 
even though there is a pesticide pro-
duced in each cell of the corn itself. 
That type of biofeedback is scientif-
ically documented. That is a concern. 

There is an impact on creating what 
is sometimes called superweeds 
through herbicides and superbugs that 
are pesticide-resistant through the 
massive application of Bt GE engineer-
ing. 

This chart is just a reference to the 
problem in the waterways that I have 
already spoken to, so I don’t think I 
need to repeat that. 

If there are advantages or benefits 
and there are scientifically docu-
mented problems, shouldn’t it be up to 
the consumer to decide if they want to 
buy a product with genetically engi-
neered ingredients? They are not stu-
pid. They are not crazy. They have not 
invented some concerns. There are le-
gitimate, scientifically documented 
benefits and legitimate scientifically 
documented concerns. So it should be 
up to the consumer. 

We tell consumers: Hey, you have 
thoughts about whether you would 
rather have wild fish or farm-raised 
fish, for example. Why do we require 
that? I will give you an example from 
the Pacific Northwest. In the Pacific 
Northwest a lot of salmon are raised in 
ocean pens. Those are farmed fish. 
They are very close together, and be-
cause they are very close together, 
they develop more diseases. There is a 
type of sea lice that becomes preva-
lent. Also, because they are not eating 
the same stuff wild fish eat, their meat 
is white, so they have to be fed a dye to 
make their meat the same color as wild 
salmon. There are folks who hear that 
and say: I have a preference. I would 
rather have farmed fish because they 
are cheaper, or I would rather have 
wild fish because I don’t like the way 
farmed fish is raised. Maybe one likes 
the idea of supporting the wild fishing 
industry rather than the farm fishing 
industry. That is why we require the 
disclosure. So it should be a citizen’s 
right to know. 

Right now here is where we are with 
this issue being jammed through in the 
middle of the night on behalf of a very 
powerful special interest, even though 
9 out of 10 Americans don’t agree. 

Well, let’s ask the Presidential can-
didates where they stand—each and 
every candidate, Hillary Clinton and 
BERNIE SANDERS from the Democratic 

side, Mr. Trump, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. CRUZ, 
and Mr. Kasich on the Republican side: 
Where do you stand on this issue that 
is going to be voted on Wednesday 
morning in this Chamber? Do you 
stand with the 9 out of 10 Americans 
who want the right to know whether 
there are GE ingredients in their food? 
Do you stand with the people, or do 
you stand with the powerful special in-
terests that want American citizens to 
be kept in the dark? This is very rel-
evant. Folks voting tomorrow in five 
primaries, in Florida, Illinois—what-
ever the other three are tomorrow— 
they want to know where the Presi-
dential candidates stand. Are they 
going to be the type of leader who 
stands with the people, or are they 
going to be the type that wants to ap-
prove and say it is OK to slam this 
Deny Americans the Right to Know 
Act 2.0—this Monsanto act. It is all 
right to slam it through with no com-
mittee consideration in the dark of 
night when the country is not paying 
attention because of the big set of pri-
maries tomorrow. I want to know 
where they stand. 

So I say to these candidates on the 
Republican side and the Democratic 
side: Call us up. Tell us where you 
stand. Call my office: 202–224–3753. I 
will let the rest of the Senate know 
where you stand. We will make sure ev-
eryone knows whether you, the Presi-
dential candidates, stand with the citi-
zens of America and the right to know 
or whether you stand with the powerful 
special interests that want to strip 
States’ rights to inform their citizens 
about information that they want. 

I want to know from the Presidential 
candidates: Do you believe that the 
Federal Government should strip 
States of the ability to label, even if 
their labels are all consistent with 
each other? Do you think that is OK? 
Do you care about States’ rights? Do 
you see States as a laboratory where 
we can experiment with ideas and see if 
they work or not? 

Right now Vermont is a laboratory. 
On July 1 they are going to have their 
first labeling law in the country, and 
that is an experiment that their citi-
zens wanted, consistent with 9 out of 10 
Americans who want to know. They re-
sponded; Vermont responded. They are 
the first State in the Union to do so. 
Are we going to cut that short? We are 
going to trash that ability of Vermont 
to conduct this experiment? We are 
going to stomp on the citizens’ rights 
to know, not just in Vermont but in 
Oregon, Montana, Florida, and all 50 
States, and throw in a few U.S. terri-
tories as well? 

Now the argument is made that this 
is very dangerous because there could 
be multiple States that produce dif-
ferent standards. But that doesn’t 
exist. There will not be multiple States 
in July. There is only one State that 
has a bill. So it is a phony argument to 
say that this is somehow causing big, 
expensive problems because there are 
conflicting State standards, because 

there are no conflicting State stand-
ards. It is just one great State that re-
sponded to its citizens’ desires. Who 
are we to stop that experiment now? 
We should endorse that experiment. We 
should endorse that State laboratory. 
We should watch to see how well it 
works. We know citizens want this and 
that they care a lot. So why take it 
away just because Monsanto and 
friends don’t want Americans to know? 

How many Members here want to go 
home to their citizens and say: You 
know what, I represent all of us here in 
our State of Iowa or our State of Flor-
ida or our State of Montana or our 
State of Oregon—my home State—and 
it is OK with me if the Federal Govern-
ment takes away your rights on some-
thing you really care about. That is 
what this Chamber is poised to do. 
That is why they are doing it in the 
dark of night, because the Senators 
who are here who are prepared to vote 
for the Monsanto DARK Act 2.0 don’t 
want their citizens to know about it. 
That is why they have encouraged the 
strategy of putting it on the Senate 
floor on Monday night right before the 
big Tuesday primary, because citizens 
care a lot about knowing what they put 
in their mouth, and they care a lot 
about what they feed to their children. 
It is not simply whether it will make 
them sick. They care about the impli-
cations about the way different food is 
raised. 

When we talk about the difference 
between farmed fish and wild fish, it 
doesn’t have anything to do with what 
is going to poison you. It isn’t even 
necessarily the taste. The taste may be 
similar. It is about the citizens’ con-
cerns about the way the harvesting is 
done, about the way the crop is grown, 
the produce is grown. When we talk 
about the difference between con-
stituted juice and we require disclo-
sure, the difference between fresh juice 
and concentrated juice, it isn’t because 
it is going to poison us when we put in 
our bodies, it is because citizens care 
about the process that got them to the 
product they are about to buy. They 
care about this, too. 

They care about it—Democrats, 92 
percent; Republicans, 84 percent; Inde-
pendents, 89 percent. In this deeply di-
vided country, when 9 out of 10 folks— 
Independents, Democrats, or Repub-
licans—all say it is important, 
shouldn’t we honor that? Shouldn’t we 
not trounce on their rights? Shouldn’t 
we not suppress the first State pilot 
project on something that 9 out of 10 
citizens across the spectrum agree on? 
Yet that is the dirty deed this Chamber 
is planning for Wednesday morning. It 
is just wrong. 

I am deeply disturbed about what has 
become of our ‘‘we the people’’ Nation. 
What are those beautiful first three 
words of our Constitution? If you ask 
that in any townhall in America, the 
crowd at the townhall will respond: 
‘‘We the People.’’ Those words are 
carved in our hearts because the core 
principle on which this Nation was 
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founded is that we would establish a re-
public where the decisions would be of, 
by, and for the people. But this vote on 
Wednesday morning is not of, by, and 
for the people; it is of, by, and for Mon-
santo and friends because they want to 
take away what we the people care 
about—the right to know whether 
there are GE ingredients in their food. 

Each of us came to Congress and we 
pledged to uphold our responsibilities 
under the Constitution. I would have to 
assume that each and every one of the 
100 Senators on this floor had actually 
read the Constitution. I certainly hope 
every Senator on this floor knows it 
starts out ‘‘We the People,’’ and I hope 
they understand why. 

After President Jefferson was out of 
office, he talked about the mother 
principle of our Republic, and that is 
that the decisions will serve the people. 
He talked about how for that to happen 
for each citizen, there has to be an 
equal voice. 

You can imagine the vision of the 
town square and that there is no 
charge for standing in the town square 
and expressing your opinion. It is free. 
But every citizen gets to stand and 
have their say with an equal voice be-
fore a vote is taken. That is the equal 
voice President Jefferson talked about. 
That is the equal voice concept Presi-
dent Lincoln talked about, that under-
standing that each citizen would have 
a proportionate equal voice. That was 
embedded in our Founders’ minds. 
They hadn’t yet envisioned a world in 
which the town square is now for sale. 
The town square is now for sale. The 
town square is television, radio. You 
have to buy ads on it, and it is expen-
sive. So you have to pay to stand and 
make your point. And those with the 
most money get to stand up for a 
longer period of time than those with 
little money. Those with the most 
money get to purchase the equivalent 
of a stadium sound system to drown 
out the voice of ordinary people. 

Here is what I want to know: On 
Wednesday morning, is this Chamber 
going to respond to those with those 
stadium sound systems and proceed to 
drown out the voice of the people? 

Let’s put up that 89 percent chart. 
This is the choice of the people— 

Democrats, Republicans, Independents 
who care about this. Wednesday morn-
ing, are we going to drown out their de-
sires on behalf of the powerful special 
interests? Are we going to stamp out 
States’ rights on behalf of a powerful 
special interest? 

Let’s not do that. Let’s not go in that 
shameful direction, that direction 
which is completely contrary to the 
principles that founded this Nation of 
an equal voice, a nation, as Lincoln 
said, that operates of, by, and for the 
people. 

If we want to have this debate over 
conflicting State labels, then fine. 
Let’s create a common standard. Let’s 
create one common standard for the 
entire country, a little symbol on the 
ingredients. That is all it would take. 

It could be any symbol, and the FDA 
could choose it so there is nothing pej-
orative about it. It is not taking up 
space on the package. It is not taking 
up space on the cover. It is not pejo-
rative. It is not demeaning. It doesn’t 
imply there is anything wrong. It just 
says this is something citizens want to 
know, just as they want to know farm 
versus wild for fish; just as they want 
to know concentrate versus noncon-
centrate for juice; just as they want to 
know what minerals, vitamins, and in-
gredients are in the food they are buy-
ing. This they want to know. So honor 
that. Let’s not tear down that vision 
laid out in the first three words of our 
Constitution and replace ‘‘We the Peo-
ple’’ with ‘‘We the Titans.’’ 

If you want to be a Senator in a re-
public that starts out with a Constitu-
tion that says ‘‘We the Titans,’’ then 
please go be a Senator in a different 
nation. Go to work somewhere else but 
not here in the United States of Amer-
ica where we have a responsibility to 
the citizens and the citizens are clear 
on where they stand. 

So if we must vote on Wednesday— 
and there is no need to. We are only 
voting on Wednesday because within 
seconds of this bill being introduced to-
night, the majority leader also put for-
ward a petition that forces a vote on 
closing debate on Wednesday morning. 
No. So before anyone has had a word to 
say, a petition has already been filed to 
close debate. What kind of a demo-
cratic process is that? So the only time 
to speak to this is tomorrow when the 
whole world is paying attention to the 
primaries in five different States—and 
tonight. That is why I am speaking to-
night. 

So I am hoping a few people are 
tuned in enough to activate their net-
works and to say: This is wrong, Mr. 
Majority Leader. Pull that bill from 
this floor. That is a terrible assault on 
deliberative democracy. Send it to a 
committee and actually have a debate 
on it so people can analyze it. Give peo-
ple in that committee the opportunity 
to do amendments. Give citizens across 
the Nation the chance to find out this 
is going on. Honor the people of this 
Nation and their right to know. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:52 p.m., 
adjourned until Tuesday, March 15, 
2016, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. MARK H. BERRY 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. GREGORY S. CHAMPAGNE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. MARSHALL B. WEBB 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. ROBERT N. POLUMBO 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. DANIEL J. SWAIN 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. JAMES J. KEEFE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. ANDREA D. TULLOS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. BRADLEY C. SALTZMAN 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. ANDREW E. SALAS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. CRAIG D. WILLS 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. TAMHRA L. HUTCHINS–FRYE 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be general 

GEN. CURTIS M. SCAPARROTTI 

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. LINDA L. SINGH 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. AUSTIN S. MILLER 

THE FOLLOWING ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE 
UNITED STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RE-
SERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12211: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. WILLIAM J. PRENDERGAST IV 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY TO THE GRADES INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM P. BARRIAGE 
BRIG. GEN. PETER A. BOSSE 
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BRIG. GEN. TROY D. KOK 
BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM S. LEE 

To be brigadier general 

COL. MARILYN S. CHIAFULLO 
COL. ALEX B. FINK 
COL. JOHN B. HASHEM 
COL. SUSAN E. HENDERSON 
COL. ANDREW J. JUKNELIS 
COL. JEFFREY W. JURASEK 
COL. DEBORAH L. KOTULICH 
COL. JOHN H. PHILLIPS 
COL. STEPHEN T. SAUTER 
COL. STEPHEN E. STRAND 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE AS AN APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGE ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW UNDER TITLE 10 U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(3). IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS AS AN AP-
PELLATE MILITARY JUDGE PURSUANT TO THEIR AS-
SIGNMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AND UNDER 
10 U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER 10 U.S.C. SECTION 949B(B). 

To be colonel 

MARTIN T. MITCHELL 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADES INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES 
ARMY AS APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGES ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW UNDER TITLE 10 U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(3). IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS AS APPEL-
LATE MILITARY JUDGES PURSUANT TO THEIR ASSIGN-

MENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AND UNDER 10 
U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER 10 U.S.C. SECTION 949B(B): 

To be colonel 

LARSS G. CELTNIEKS 
JAMES W. HERRING, JR. 

To be lieutenant colonel 

PAULETTE V. BURTON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
DENTAL CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 624 
AND 3064: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

ERIC DANKO 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be colonel 

STEVEN N. CAROZZA 
NOAH C. CLOUD 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be lieutenant colonel 

RAMIT RING 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
AS AN APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGE ON THE UNITED 
STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION REVIEW 
UNDER TITLE 10 U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(3). IN ACCORD-

ANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS AS AN APPEL-
LATE MILITARY JUDGE PURSUANT TO THEIR ASSIGN-
MENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AND UNDER 10 
U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER 10 U.S.C. SECTION 949B(B): 

To be captain 

DONALD C. KING 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES MA-
RINE CORPS AS AN APPELLATE MILITARY JUDGE ON 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION 
REVIEW UNDER TITLE 10 U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(3). IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH THEIR CONTINUED STATUS AS AN AP-
PELLATE MILITARY JUDGE PURSUANT TO THEIR AS-
SIGNMENT BY THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AND UNDER 
10 U.S.C. SECTION 950F(B)(2), WHILE SERVING ON THE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF MILITARY COMMISSION RE-
VIEW, ALL UNLAWFUL INFLUENCE PROHIBITIONS RE-
MAIN UNDER 10 U.S.C. SECTION 949B(B): 

To be colonel 

KURT J. BRUBAKER 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate March 14, 2016: 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

JOHN B. KING, OF NEW YORK, TO BE SECRETARY OF 
EDUCATION. 
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HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
RABBI GORDON 

HON. BRAD SHERMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a friend and leader in the Jewish com-
munity, Rabbi Joshua B. Gordon, who passed 
away on February 8, 2016. 

Rabbi Gordon and his wife Deborah came 
to the San Fernando Valley in 1973 as emis-
saries of the Lubavitcher Rebbe, Rabbi 
Menachem Mendel Schneerson, leader of the 
worldwide Chabad movement of Judaism. In 
his more than 40 years of leadership, Rabbi 
Gordon oversaw the growth of Chabad of the 
Valley to 26 centers that provide religious edu-
cation, spiritual inspiration and charitable serv-
ices to thousands. In fact, Rabbi Gordon’s 
reach was worldwide through his popular 
audio and video Torah classes that continue 
to educate people online. 

I had the privilege of learning directly from 
Rabbi Gordon as a congregant of his spiritual 
home, Chabad of Encino, where I would often 
attend High Holiday services. The highlight of 
each Rosh Hashanah was to listen to Rabbi 
Gordon’s stories and parables. 

I extend my sincerest condolences to Rabbi 
Gordon’s wife, Rebbetzin Deborah Gordon, 
and children, Rabbi Yossi Gordon, Yochanon 
Gordon, Faygie Herzog, Rabbi Eli Gordon, 
Dena Rabin and Chaya Mushka Drizin; as well 
as his siblings and 21 grandchildren. A man 
with 21 grandchildren is truly blessed. 

It is Rabbi Gordon’s enduring legacy that fu-
ture generations of Valley residents will learn, 
grow and come together as a community. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NORTHWEST INDI-
ANA’S NEWLY NATURALIZED 
CITIZENS 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure and sincerity that I take this 
time to congratulate thirty individuals who took 
their oath of citizenship on Friday, March 11, 
2016. This memorable occasion, which was 
presided over by Magistrate Judge Paul R. 
Cherry, was held at the United States Court-
house and Federal Building in Hammond, Indi-
ana. 

America is a country founded by immi-
grants. From its beginning, settlers have come 
from countries around the world to the United 
States in search of better lives for their fami-
lies. Oath ceremonies are a shining example 
of what is so great about the United States of 
America—that people from all over the world 
can come together and unite as members of 
a free, democratic nation. These individuals 

realize that nowhere else in the world offers a 
better opportunity for success than here in 
America. 

On March 11, 2016, the following people, 
representing many nations throughout the 
world, took their oaths of citizenship in Ham-
mond, Indiana: Juliane Makhoul Mikhael, 
Monika Cadikovska, Chaudhry Abdul Sattar, 
Ali Yigit, Nicolae Tarfulea, Nicoleta Eugenia 
Tarfulea, Chandrashekar Reddy Cholleti, Juan 
Juarez Hernandez, Young Suk Lee, Sylvia 
Cathy Gould, Stanko Cude, Logain Alsatti, 
Lars Olof Wahlen, Rigoberto Acosta Ramirez, 
Danilo Legaspi Bautista, Solange Jones, An-
gela Elizabeth Snider, Jorge Carranza Mar-
tinez, Lilibeth Catudan Natividad, Glenda 
Ragob Bakalar, Gilberto Antonio Benavides 
Alvarez, Chuto Victoria Emeka-Daniels, 
Heriberto Garcia, Jasmina Golabovska, Fran-
cisco Cordova Hernandez, Pamela Mendoza 
Lawrence, Nora Cylla Menad, Miguel Meza, 
Sandra Miramontes Mungula, and Parfait 
Karim Ukobizaba. 

Although each individual has sought to be-
come a citizen of the United States for his or 
her own reasons, be it for education, occupa-
tion, or to offer their loved ones better lives, 
each is inspired by the fact that the United 
States of America is, as Abraham Lincoln de-
scribed it, a country ‘‘. . . of the people, by the 
people, and for the people.’’ They realize that 
the United States is truly a free nation. By 
seeking American citizenship, they have made 
the decision that they want to live in a place 
where, as guaranteed by the First Amendment 
of the Constitution, they can practice religion 
as they choose, speak their minds without fear 
of punishment, and assemble in peaceful pro-
test should they choose to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask you and my 
other distinguished colleagues to join me in 
congratulating these individuals who became 
citizens of the United States of America on 
March 11, 2016. They, too, are American citi-
zens, and they, too, are guaranteed the in-
alienable rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness. We, as a free and democratic 
nation, congratulate them and welcome them. 

f 

HONORING YONKERS POLICE BE-
NEVOLENT ASSOCIATION 100TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor one of Yonkers’ oldest and most distin-
guished institutions, the Yonkers Police Be-
nevolent Association, which is celebrating its 
100th Anniversary in 2016. Our Yonkers police 
do such a fantastic job of keeping us safe, 
and it is my pleasure to be able to honor the 
Yonkers PBA on their historic milestone. 

The Yonkers Police Department was first 
established in 1871, though the group would 
not be incorporated for several more decades. 

On September 8, 1916 A.S. Tompkins, Justice 
of the Westchester County Supreme Court, 
approved and signed the certificate of incorpo-
ration for the Yonkers Police Association. The 
first president of the Police Association who 
was elected in 1916 was ‘‘Patrolman’’ John F. 
Dahill. Upon his election, he was dubbed the 
‘‘Father of the Police Association’’ and served 
in that capacity for several years. 

Today the former Yonkers Police Associa-
tion (YPA), later renamed the Yonkers ‘‘Police 
Benevolent Association’’ (PBA), continues to 
serve as an advocate and effective voice for 
its entire membership. And while working to 
foster a spirit of camaraderie amongst its 
members, it also works toward developing a 
greater understanding, mutual respect, and a 
helpful relationship with the citizens its mem-
bers serve so proudly. 

I want to congratulate all the members of 
the Yonkers PBA on 100 years of service to 
the community, and thank them for all they do 
to keep us safe and secure in Yonkers. 

f 

IN TRIBUTE OF HANNES SCHNEI-
DER, AND THE 20TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE HANNES SCHNEI-
DER MEISTER CUP RACE 

HON. ANN M. KUSTER 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the 20th anniversary of the Hannes 
Schneider Meister Cup Race which honors the 
Austrian skimeister Hannes Schneider. 
Schneider was a vital figure in creating the 
modern skiing technique, ski instruction and 
mountain resort industry that we know today. 
Additionally, he was featured in several ski 
films and published a book, The Wonders of 
Skiing, in 1931. 

In 1938 Schneider was imprisoned by Aus-
trian Nazis due to his rejection of their dogma, 
despite protests from the international skiing 
community. Thankfully, nine months later 
Schneider’s freedom was obtained by inter-
national financier, North Conway native and 
Mount Cranmore founder Harvey Dow Gibson. 
On February 11th, 1939, Schneider and his 
family arrived in North Conway to begin their 
new lives in New Hampshire. 

Schneider immediately gave back to the 
country that welcomed him. During World War 
II, he served as a trainer for the 10th Mountain 
Division. He taught the soldiers skiing, a skill 
that served them well during mountain war-
fare. His son joined this unit, and served hon-
orably during the war. The soldiers of the 10th 
Mountain Division would go on to be some of 
the essential figures in the development of US 
skiing after the war. 

Once victory was won, Schneider used the 
instruction skills he honed during the war at 
his soon to be world famous Hannes Schnei-
der Ski School on Mount Cranmore. Schneider 
created the Arlberg skiing instruction tech-
nique. This widely used method teaches stu-
dents to start out skiing in a wedge or pizza 
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shape, while making a series of turns to con-
trol their speed. As students improve, they ski 
downhill with their skis parallel. Countless ski-
ers, including my sons, have experienced the 
joy of alpine skiing because of Hannes’ inno-
vative method of instruction. 

Hannes dedicated his life to skiing. He con-
tinued to instruct thousands of pupils until his 
death in 1955. The Hannes Schneider Meister 
Cup Race, which on March 12, 2016 is cele-
brating its 20th anniversary, is staged by the 
New England Ski Museum to honor the legacy 
of Hannes Schneider and the veterans of the 
10th Mountain Division. I am proud to partici-
pate in this year’s event, and to honor the 
great achievements of Hannes Schneider. 

f 

RECOGNIZING WOMEN’S HISTORY 
MONTH 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great respect and admiration that I rise to cel-
ebrate National Women’s History Month and 
its 2016 theme, ‘‘Working to Form a More Per-
fect Union: Honoring Women in Public Service 
and Government.’’ As we reflect on the strug-
gles, sacrifices, and successes of women 
throughout our nation’s history, this year’s 
theme honors the many women who have 
helped shape America through governmental 
roles and civil service. During this month and 
always, we honor the monumental efforts of 
American women who fought and continue to 
fight for gender equality. Women have suc-
ceeded in all areas of society, from medicine 
and science to government and public service, 
and their contributions have paved the way for 
a better America. 

The pioneers of the women’s movement 
fought for the right to vote for decades. 
Through their determination, courage, and 
strong will, the suffragettes proudly witnessed 
the passage of the nineteenth amendment in 
1920. The tireless efforts of these brave 
women brought more opportunity and demo-
cratic change. The women’s liberation move-
ment of the 1960’s and 1970’s helped ensure 
that women had more say in government 
while leading the charge against workplace in-
equality. This helped create better jobs for 
women and promoted fair pay through anti- 
discrimination laws. Our nation’s success is 
dependent upon the knowledge, skills, and ex-
pertise of women in public service. These 
strong leaders fight every day for more oppor-
tunity and equal rights, and they continue to 
have a profound impact on our nation. 

I would also like to take the time to acknowl-
edge the many women who have served, and 
continue to serve, the people of the First Con-
gressional District at the local, state, and fed-
eral levels. As a lifelong resident of Northwest 
Indiana, born and raised in the city of Gary, I 
would be remiss if I did not pay special tribute 
to one of Northwest Indiana’s finest citizens 
and my dear friend, the Honorable Earline 
Rogers, State Senator for the 3rd District of 
Indiana. Senator Rogers will be retiring from 
office at the end of the year after a remarkable 
thirty-four years in the state legislature. A 
teacher by trade and a former Gary city coun-
cil member, Senator Rogers has devoted her-

self to her fellow citizens and her constituency 
throughout her lifetime, and she is the epitome 
of what it means to be a public servant. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I ask you and my 
other distinguished colleagues to join me in 
celebrating National Women’s History Month. 
We are indebted to the many female leaders 
in public service who work diligently to im-
prove the quality of life for every American, 
and they are worthy of the highest praise. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. LUCILE M. (LUCY) 
JONES 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Dr. Lucile M. (Lucy) Jones, a pre-
eminent leader in the field of seismology, who 
is retiring from the U.S. Geological Survey 
(USGS). 

Dr. Jones received a Bachelor of Arts De-
gree in Chinese Language and Literature, with 
a minor in Physics, graduating Magna Cum 
Laude from Brown University, and her Doctor 
of Philosophy in Geophysics from the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology. 

Dr. Jones has worked for the US Geological 
Service for the past thirty-three years. During 
her time at the USGS, she has served in var-
ious capacities, most recently as Science Ad-
visor for Risk Reduction, Natural Hazards Mis-
sion. In this position she leads long-term 
science planning for natural hazards research, 
and directs the Science Application for Risk 
Reduction (SAFRR) Project, which uses 
USGS science to help communities at risk for 
natural disasters. Lucy is also a Visiting Re-
search Associate at the prestigious California 
Institute of Technology Seismological Labora-
tory, a position she has held since 1983. Prior 
to serving as Science Advisor for Risk Reduc-
tion, Dr. Jones created, led and was Chief Sci-
entist for the Multi Hazards Demonstration 
Project (MHDP), whose landmark programs in-
cluded the Great ShakeOut, an emergency 
public preparedness program which has been 
adopted throughout the state of California, and 
the Southern California Debris Flow Warning 
System, in partnership with the National 
Weather Service. Lucy was also a scientist on 
the USGS Earthquake Hazards Team for 
many years, including serving as Scientist-in- 
Charge for Southern California from 1998 to 
2006. 

In addition to her work with the USGS, Dr. 
Jones is a member of the California Earth-
quake Prediction Evaluation Council, which 
advises the Governor of California. She 
served as seismic safety advisor to Los Ange-
les Mayor Eric Garcetti, raising awareness 
about the city’s need for greater earthquake 
preparedness. Lucy also served as Commis-
sioner on the California Seismic Safety Com-
mission. Author of multiple scientific papers on 
seismic research with a primary focus on 
earthquake hazard assessment and 
foreshocks, Dr. Jones has often testified be-
fore the United States Congress on various 
public safety seismic matters. Lucy has been 
the recipient of many awards, including 
Woman of the Year from the California 
Science Center, the Shoemaker Award for 
Lifetime Achievement in Science Communica-

tion from the USGS, U.S. Senator BARBARA 
BOXER’s Women Making History Award, the 
Alquist Award from the Earthquake Safety 
Foundation and the Meritorius Service Award 
from the U.S. Department of the Interior. 

Dr. Jones lives in Pasadena, with her hus-
band Dr. Egill Hauksson, who is a fellow seis-
mologist and a Professor at Caltech, and they 
have two children, Sven and Niels. 

Dr. Lucile M. (Lucy) Jones will leave a sci-
entific legacy that will be appreciated for gen-
erations to come. I ask all Members to join me 
today in honoring her for over three decades 
of exemplary public service. 

f 

HONORING THE CAROL MOORE 
MEMORIAL JAZZ FESTIVAL 

HON. JASON SMITH 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the outstanding tradition of the 
Carol Moore Memorial Jazz Festival at Mineral 
Area College in Park Hills, Missouri. This year 
commemorates the 30th jazz festival, begun in 
1987. Music instructor Carol Moore cham-
pioned the festival in its early years and 
helped it grow to its current prominence. Ms. 
Moore died of cancer in 2008 and the festival 
was renamed in her honor in 2010. In the 
years since her death, the jazz festival has 
been chaired by MAC faculty members Dr. 
Kevin White, Dan Schunks, and Michael Gold-
smith. 

The festival features a day of jazz perform-
ances by hundreds of students from dozens of 
schools. This year 42 bands will perform from 
districts as far away as Arkansas and Ken-
tucky. This festival not only promotes jazz 
music and inspires current jazz students, it 
also serves as an effective means to introduce 
the community and potential students to the 
college. 

In addition, the festival brings world class 
jazz artists to the area to perform in concert 
with the community’s Kicks Band. These art-
ists have included saxophonist ‘‘Blue Lou’’ 
Marini of Blues Brothers fame, Delfeayo 
Marsalis of the famed Marsalis musical dy-
nasty, trumpet player Jon Faddis, a protégé of 
jazz legend Dizzy Gillespie, and trumpet mas-
ter Doc Severinsen, who performs at the 30th 
festival. 

For its impressive tradition and significant 
artistic contributions to the community, it is my 
pleasure to congratulate the Carol Moore Me-
morial Jazz Festival on its 30th celebration 
and to recognize all those involved before the 
United States House of Representatives. 

f 

HELENDALE LOSES COMMUNITY 
LEADER 

HON. PAUL COOK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in the 
memory of Michael Phillip Gouin, who trag-
ically passed away on February 16, 2016. Mi-
chael’s life was taken by a drunk driver who 
struck his motorcycle in Oro Grande, Cali-
fornia. 
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Michael was employed by the Helendale 

Community Services District as a wastewater 
treatment plant operator. Previously, he 
served honorably in the United States Navy 
and obtained his bachelor’s degree from San 
Diego State University after his time in the 
service. He also spent time as an employee 
for the Victor Valley Wastewater Reclamation 
Authority some years ago. 

Michael was well-known throughout the 
community of Helendale. He will be remem-
bered for his friendly demeanor and willing-
ness to volunteer his spare time as a youth 
soccer coach. 

I would like to pass along my condolences 
to Michael’s father, mother, and sister, who 
are undoubtedly in a tremendous amount of 
pain right now. His family is in my thoughts 
and prayers during this difficult time. I ask that 
this body do the same in the memory of Mi-
chael Phillip Gouin. 

f 

HONORING HELENE MURTHA 
DOOLEY 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, the annual St. 
Patrick’s Day Parade and Festival in 
Eastchester has become one of the great so-
cial events in my district, drawing the entire 
community together every year in the spirit of 
camaraderie and fun. The celebration is just 
one of the reasons why Eastchester is such a 
tight knit community, and without the incred-
ible volunteer efforts of this year’s St. Patrick’s 
Day Parade Grand Marshal, Helene Murtha 
Dooley, it simply could not be done. 

The oldest of four children, Helene was born 
in Queens and grew up on Long Island. She 
graduated from Fairfield University in 1985 
with a BS in Business Management. Subse-
quently she started a career in banking at JP 
Morgan on Wall Street, where she met the 
love of her life and future husband, my good 
friend Joe Dooley. In 1992 the couple moved 
to Eastchester where they welcomed their two 
wonderful children, Brian and Caroline. In 
1998 Helene left the business world and 
began work in the Eastchester School District 
as the librarian at Greenvale Elementary 
School. She has taught at all the schools in 
Eastchester, grades K through 12, and cur-
rently works at the middle school/high school 
library. 

In 2001, the Dooley family joined the es-
teemed Eastchester Irish American Social 
Club. Helene has volunteered for the EIASC 
over the years at multiple social events includ-
ing at various times on the Christmas Party 
Committee and organized the EIASC’s Sash 
Presentation dinner. She has chaired the St. 
Patrick’s Day Festival several times, served as 
Mistress of Ceremonies last year, and has 
even assisted Enda McIntyre as the Saint Pat-
rick’s Day Parade roving reporter. 

Helene is also an active volunteer in the 
Eastchester community, serving as Treasurer 
for the Friends of the Eastchester Public Li-
brary, Board Member and Chairperson of the 
Eastchester Public Library Board, Member of 
the Neighborhood Association Board, and she 
has volunteered for the PTAs in all the 
Eastchester schools. 

Helene has done it all, and I cannot think of 
a more deserving person to be named the 
2016 St. Patrick’s Day Grand Marshal. Con-
gratulations to Helene on this honor. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PAULEY PERRETTE— 
28TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 
WOMAN OF THE YEAR 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Women’s History Month. Each year, 
we pay special tribute to the contributions and 
sacrifices made by our nation’s women. It is 
an honor to pay homage to outstanding 
women who are making a difference in my 
Congressional District. I would like to recog-
nize a remarkable woman, Pauley Perrette of 
Hollywood, California. 

Pauley is an accomplished artist, writer, 
photographer, and civil rights activist. Her fam-
ily is from Alabama. She was born in New Or-
leans and grew up in several southern states. 
After college where she studied Sociology, 
Psychology, and Criminal science, she spent 
time in New York City before moving to Los 
Angeles working steadily in film and television. 
She is best known for her portrayal of the be-
loved Abby Sciuto on the CBS Television Se-
ries NCIS, the Number 1 most watched tele-
vision show in the world. 

Pauley’s incredible commitment to commu-
nity is what sets her apart. She is known as 
a philanthropist and she works with over 30 
charities including Project Angel Food, AIDS 
Project Los Angeles, the Trevor Project, LAFD 
Foundation, Habitat for Humanities, the Thirst 
Project, Children’s Hospital Los Angeles, the 
Make a Wish Foundation, the Humane Soci-
ety, People Assisting with the Homeless, the 
Los Angeles LGBT Center, Hope Gardens, the 
Amanda Foundation, the Greater Los Angeles 
Zoo Association, and the Los Angeles Police 
Department Police Activities League, just to 
name a few. 

Pauley inhabits both a national and local 
stage with ease. She joined efforts across the 
nation to bring justice for Alabama and Detroit 
child murder victims Shannon Paulk and 
Raven Jeffries. She can be found at National 
Night Out, an annual effort by the Los Angeles 
Police Department and Neighborhood Watch 
to bring together local residents and their po-
lice officers. She uses her voice to speak up 
for the most vulnerable in society, from chil-
dren to our animal companions, from individ-
uals faced with seemingly insurmountable 
odds to those fighting for civil rights for them-
selves and their communities. 

I ask all Members to join me in honoring an 
exceptional woman of California’s 28th Con-
gressional District, Pauley Perrette, for her ex-
traordinary service to the community. 

f 

‘‘MY GOLD STAR,’’ A POEM 
WRITTEN BY DEBB CLAY 

HON. DANA ROHRABACHER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, as 
Americans and free people we must always 

remember the sacrifices made by those our 
country sends into harm’s way. Their courage 
and sacrifice allows us to live in a safer world. 
It is equally fitting that we also remember and 
consider those who are left behind—their 
wives, husbands, children and parents. And so 
I submit a poem entitled ‘‘My Gold Star’’ writ-
ten by Debb Clay, a retired teacher with 40 
years’ service to our youth: 
I took the road ‘‘less traveled’’ and arrived 

upon a shore 
Where sunlight danced on surface currents- 

opening a door 
To memories of you and me—our feet upon 

the sand 
And how our voices filled the air as your 

touch filled my hand. 

You were just a little child but even then 
you knew 

That giving of yourself was all that you were 
meant to do, 

And day by day you walked the path that led 
you toward the day 

You’d place your country and its worth 
ahead of ‘‘Self’’ and say, 

‘‘I’ll go and serve and do my part to keep my 
homeland free, 

When others tread a different path it mat-
ters not to me, 

For this I know and will profess to all who 
choose to hear, 

Our country needs us all to serve and that is 
why I’m here.’’ 

I stand alone now on that shore, as sorrow 
fills my brow 

A mix of tears and smiles collide with 
thoughts of then and now, 

Yet as I witness warmth and sparkle from 
the water’s skin, 

The silent streams upon my face with bril-
liant light begin 

To fill my heart, the air, this place with who 
you really are 

And what you did and why you had to ven-
ture out so far, 

So now I’m left without you here—my grief 
I try to hide 

But what I can show is my ‘‘star’’—it shines 
as does my pride. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO RIVERSIDE 
COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
proud recognition of the 100th Anniversary of 
Riverside City College as well as the 25th An-
niversary of both Moreno Valley College and 
Norco College. I have had the honor of rep-
resenting these world-class community col-
leges for the majority of my term in Congress 
and am proud to commemorate today’s mile-
stones. 

Riverside Junior College was founded on 
this date in 1916, becoming California’s sev-
enth community college. In 1964, voters ap-
proved the creation of the Riverside Commu-
nity College District and elected its five mem-
ber Board. The Board took on an ambitious ef-
fort to expand the college in an effort to meet 
the needs of a fast-growing student body. In 
1991, the Riverside Community College Dis-
trict worked with local and state officials to 
open new campuses in Moreno Valley and 
Norco. These campuses opened new doors to 
educational achievement for students across 
the Inland Empire. 
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In 2010, each of the District’s three cam-

puses were officially recognized as separate 
colleges, making Moreno Valley College and 
Norco College the 111th and 112th community 
colleges in our state. Together, the three col-
leges make up the Riverside Community Col-
lege District. 

Serving upwards of 50,000 students annu-
ally, Riverside Community College District is 
by far the largest educational institution in the 
Inland Empire. It has educational centers 
throughout the region, including the Ben Clark 
Training Center, the Center for Social Justice 
and Civil Liberties, the Innovative Learning 
Center, Rubidoux Annex, and the Culinary 
Academy. The District awards nearly $600,000 
in scholarships to students each year and its 
hundreds of thousands of graduates have 
made significant contributions in science, busi-
ness, art, education, politics, and medicine. 

Supported by the four pillars of—student ex-
cellence; academic excellence; community ex-
cellence; and workforce excellence, the Dis-
trict and colleges advance our region’s eco-
nomic growth through quality career technical 
training and services. Their strong focus on 
continuous workforce development, business 
attraction, retention and development have 
helped bring our community through tough re-
cessions and now leave us better prepared for 
the economy of tomorrow. 

Congratulations Riverside City College, 
Moreno Valley College, and Norco College. It 
has been my great pleasure to represent you, 
your faculty and staff, and especially your stu-
dents. You make the Inland Empire proud. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JANET DIEL—28TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 
WOMAN OF THE YEAR 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Women’s History Month. Each year, 
we pay special tribute to the contributions and 
sacrifices made by our nation’s women. It is 
an honor to pay homage to outstanding 
women who are making a difference in my 
Congressional District. I would like to recog-
nize a remarkable woman, Janet Diel, of Bur-
bank, California. 

Janet Diel is a dedicated volunteer who has 
committed endless hours of service to a vari-
ety of organizations. She has been a member 
of the Burbank Coordinating Council for nearly 
three decades, currently serving as President, 
Co-Chair of the Holiday Basket Program and 
Chair of the Campership Program. Every year, 
through their partnership with community 
members and organizations, the Burbank Co-
ordinating Council provides holiday baskets to 
hundreds of families whose children partici-
pate in the free or reduced cost lunch pro-
grams in Burbank schools. This program 
matches needy families in the community with 
organizations and families that want to adopt 
them by providing presents for their children 
and food for the holidays. Through the 
Campership Program, needy children between 
the ages of 8 and 18 are given the opportunity 
to attend a week of resident or day-camp in 
the summer. 

In addition to her work with the Burbank Co-
ordinating Council, Janet finds time to volun-

teer for several other organizations including 
the Burbank Tournament of Roses Associa-
tion, serving as the City Liaison for more than 
28 years, the Pasadena Tournament of Roses 
Association, the City of Burbank’s Advisory 
Council on Disabilities, the Burbank Domestic 
Violence Task Force, the Burbank Human Re-
lations Council, Relay For Life, and the Bur-
bank Transportation Commission, where she 
has been a member for more than 22 years 
and is currently serving as Vice Chair. She is 
also a member of the Burbank Nonprofit Coali-
tion, the Burbank Unified School District 
School Facilities Oversight Committee, and 
the Burbank/Los Angeles Kindertransport As-
sociation, where she also serves as the Pro-
gram Director, and annually speaks at Bur-
bank middle schools to bring Holocaust 
awareness to young people. 

Janet has been the recipient of several 
awards, including the Burbank Council PTA’s 
prestigious Golden Oak Service Award in 
2010. She has been married to her husband, 
Henry Diel, for 35 years, they have five chil-
dren, and one grandson. 

I ask all Members to join me in honoring an 
exceptional woman of California’s 28th Con-
gressional District, Janet Diel, for her extraor-
dinary service to the community. 

f 

HONORING DR. JOSEPH F. SHELEY 

HON. JEFF DENHAM 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
acknowledge and honor Dr. Joseph F. Sheley, 
President of the California State University, 
Stanislaus, to thank him for his leadership and 
dedication to the academic advancement of 
the Central Valley. President Sheley an-
nounced he will be retiring on July 1, 2016. 

On June 11, 2012, Dr. Joseph Sheley joined 
California State University, Stanislaus, as the 
interim president. Less than a year later, on 
May 22, 2013, he was appointed president of 
the University by the California State Univer-
sity Board of Trustees. 

Dr. Sheley graduated from Sacramento 
State College in 1969, and earned his bach-
elor’s degree in social sciences. In 1971, Dr. 
Sheley completed his Master’s in sociology. 
He later attained his Doctorate in sociology 
from the University of Massachusetts in 1975. 

In the fall of 1975, Dr. Sheley began work-
ing at Tulane University in New Orleans as 
part of the sociology faculty. He continued his 
career at Tulane University for the 21 years 
thereafter. During those 21 years, between 
1985 and 1991, Dr. Sheley served as the 
chair of Tulane’s Department of Sociology. Dr. 
Sheley returned to Sacramento State in 1996, 
and served as the Dean of the College of So-
cial Sciences and Interdisciplinary Studies. 

In 2005, Dr. Sheley became the Executive 
Vice President at California State University, 
Sacramento, and served as the university’s 
Provost and Vice President for Academic Af-
fairs from 2006 to 2012. He was recognized 
for his commitment and dedication to his alma 
mater and to the collegiate system by being 
awarded the Sacramento State’s Lifetime 
Achievement Award. 

Dr. Sheley is a visionary leader who worked 
diligently to build strong relationships between 

the university and the Central Valley. Presi-
dent Sheley has led California State Univer-
sity, Stanislaus, to extraordinary accomplish-
ments including recognition by Money maga-
zine as the nation’s top public university for 
assisting students in exceeding expectations. 
In addition, National Public Radio ranked Cali-
fornia State University, Stanislaus, as the fifth 
school in the nation to enhance the upward 
mobility of its students. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring and 
commending Dr. Joseph F. Sheley, President 
of the California State University, Stanislaus, 
for his numerous years of unwavering leader-
ship, many accomplishments, and selfless 
service to the higher education of our commu-
nity. 

f 

VICTOR VALLEY HIGH SCHOOL 
CELEBRATES 100TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. PAUL COOK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to con-
gratulate Victor Valley High School alumni, 
students, and staff on the 100th anniversary of 
their school. This Saturday, hundreds of cur-
rent and former Jackrabbits will take part in a 
special ceremony to commemorate this mo-
mentous occasion. 

Founded as a one-room school house in 
1915, Victor Valley High School has since 
grown to become known as the Victor Valley 
Union High School District. This district serves 
over 9,600 students and boasts Boston Red 
Sox owner John Henry and mixed martial arts 
legend Dan Henderson among its alumni. 

I want to commend the Victor Valley Union 
High School district on this remarkable 
achievement. The service they provide to stu-
dents in the Victor Valley is invaluable and I 
look forward to another 100 years of success. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO JAMIE KEYSER 
THOMAS—28TH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT WOMAN OF THE YEAR 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Women’s History Month. Each year, 
we pay special tribute to the contributions and 
sacrifices made by our nation’s women. It is 
an honor to pay homage to outstanding 
women who are making a difference in my 
congressional district. I would like to recognize 
a remarkable woman, Jamie Keyser Thomas, 
of Sunland, California. 

Jamie is currently a Program Manager of 
Los Angeles Community Engagement, which 
is part of the Citizenship division of The Walt 
Disney Company, where she helps produce 
and execute community outreach programs in 
the areas of creativity, compassion, and con-
servation in the greater Los Angeles region, 
particularly in the City of Burbank. In addition, 
Jamie runs Disney VoluntEARS, a program 
which provides Disneyland Resort cast mem-
bers with opportunities to give back to the 
community through volunteer service. She 
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also oversees the Disney VoluntEARS Leader-
ship Council. Jamie’s dedicated service to Dis-
ney spans many years and this year will mark 
a major milestone—her 25th anniversary with 
the company. During her time at Disney, 
Jamie has worked in various divisions includ-
ing Corporate Brand Management and the 
Disney Development Company. 

Ms. Keyser Thomas has devoted consider-
able time and energy to serving the commu-
nity through various organizations. She serves 
on the Board of Directors for Leadership Bur-
bank, an organization that offers a leadership 
training program for individuals who reside or 
work in the City of Burbank, and is a Board 
Member of Burbank Business Partners, which 
aims to increase community interaction and in-
vestment in local schools. In addition, she has 
served on special committees for the Burbank 
Temporary Aid Center, the Burbank Chamber 
of Commerce, Special Olympics Southern 
California, and Meet Each Need with Dignity, 
a non-profit organization that offers basic 
human needs to individuals in the community 
who are living in poverty. 

Jamie and her husband, Mike, live in 
Sunland with their two dogs. When she is not 
busy helping her community, Jamie enjoys the 
outdoors, traveling, cooking and spending time 
with family and friends. 

I ask all Members to join me today in hon-
oring an exceptional woman of California’s 
28th Congressional District, Jamie Keyser 
Thomas, for her extraordinary service to the 
community. 

f 

HONORING CORINNE M. 
MOHRMANN 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
an extraordinary member of the East Bay 
community, Ms. Corinne Mohrmann upon the 
occasion of her retirement. 

Ms. Mohrmann was orphaned in early child-
hood and grew up in foster care, where she 
first learned the impact a great teacher could 
have on the life of a young person. After being 
introduced to a parish by a Catholic family she 
was placed with, she began helping to teach 
catechism as a young teenager. 

At the age of sixteen, she graduated from 
high school and successfully negotiated her 
enrollment in San Jose State University, 
where she supported herself by working as a 
kindergarten assistant at Saint Elizabeth’s Day 
Home. While she was still a minor, she went 
on to successfully petition to be allowed en-
trance to the religious order of the Sisters of 
the Holy Family. 

She came to Oakland and the Saint Vincent 
Day Home in the late 1960’s and with her 
friend, Sister Ann Maureen Murphy, began de-
veloping a vision for a safe, nurturing edu-
cational environment. With Sister Murphy, she 
authored a master’s thesis at Pacific Oaks 
College that laid the foundation for the exten-
sive restoration and development of Saint Vin-
cent’s Day Home that turned the Day Home 
into the incredible learning environment it is 
today. 

This is Ms. Mohrmann’s fortieth year as act-
ing executive director of Saint Vincent’s. Saint 

Vincent’s Day Home, which has been in oper-
ation since 1911, offers comprehensive edu-
cational programs, serves healthy meals, and 
provides access to health, dental, speech, and 
social services for toddlers and preschoolers. 

Over the course of Ms. Mohrmann’s forty 
years of leadership, Saint Vincent’s Day Home 
has expanded to serve more than 230 children 
of a diverse range of working poor families 
each day, including the homeless, victims of 
abuse, and those born exposed to drugs. 
Throughout the years, Ms. Mohrmann has 
made innumerable contributions to Oakland 
and the Greater Bay Area and has touched 
tens of thousands of lives with her kindness, 
wisdom, and determination. 

Ms. Mohrmann has frequently received 
honor and recognition for her work by the 
state and local legislative community and by 
the Department of Education. She was named 
City of Las Vegas’s ‘‘Educational Mother of 
the Year’’, inducted to the Alameda County’s 
Women’s Hall of Fame in 1996, and was the 
recipient of the Oakland Diocese’s Monsignor 
McCracken Award. 

On behalf of the residents of California’s 
13th Congressional District, Ms. Corinne 
Mohrmann, I salute you. I thank you for a life-
time of service and congratulate you on your 
many achievements. I wish you and your 
loved ones the very best as you enjoy your 
well-deserved retirement. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE STATE CHAM-
PION SCHECK HILLEL COMMU-
NITY SCHOOL MEN’S SOCCER 
TEAM 

HON. FREDERICA S. WILSON 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, con-
gratulations to Scheck Hillel Community 
School Men’s Soccer Team on its historic 1A 
State Championship win on February 9, 2016. 
Forging past the defending state champions 
Maitland Orangewood Christian, the Scheck 
Hillel Lions were able to secure an almost per-
fect season with 19 wins, one tie, and no 
losses. It is likely the first win of its kind for a 
Jewish school in the U.S., and Scheck Hillel 
can now boast its first state championship in 
any sport. 

After losing the championship game on the 
same field three years ago, this group of Lions 
was more determined than ever to redeem 
themselves. The entire student body packed 
the stands to support the team’s final fight. 
With an exciting but scoreless first and second 
half, the players advanced to a dramatic round 
of penalty kicks. 

After five nail-biting rounds of penalty kicks, 
the teams were tied. It was only after senior 
Lion Salo Lapco beamed a shot past the Or-
angewood goalie, and senior Lion goalie Alan 
Landau blocked the final shot from their oppo-
nents, that their fans stormed the field in cele-
bration and the team was able to cement its 
victory. 

It is a privilege to recognize the persever-
ance and dedication of this group of young 
men. This win is a testament to their hard 
work and devotion on and off the field. The 
true commitment of head coach Ben 
Magidson, and the sacrifice of each and every 

player will be remembered for years to come. 
With this achievement, they have become an 
enduring source of pride for their community 
and the entire city. Please join me in congratu-
lating the Scheck Hillel Community School 
Men’s Soccer Team on its thrilling victory. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO KIMBERLY HOL-
LAND—28TH CONGRESSIONAL 
DISTRICT WOMAN OF THE YEAR 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Women’s History Month. Each year, 
we pay special tribute to the contributions and 
sacrifices made by our nation’s women. It is 
an honor to pay homage to outstanding 
women who are making a difference in my 
congressional district. I would like to recognize 
a remarkable woman, Kimberly Holland, of La 
Crescenta, California. 

For nearly three decades, Kimberly Holland 
has been working with the Professional Devel-
opment Center of Glendale Community Col-
lege, serving in the capacity of Executive Di-
rector for the past decade, and has overseen 
the training of employees from organizations 
and companies in Southern California. Over 
the years, the Professional Development Cen-
ter has been a tremendous force in providing 
technical services, a quality education, and 
training for Southern California employees, 
and is recognized as one of the most innova-
tive training agencies in California. As a testa-
ment to its success, employees who undergo 
training provided by the Professional Develop-
ment Center currently experience an average 
earnings increase of $5.40 per hour. 

Ms. Holland’s unparalleled leadership and 
steadfast commitment has immensely contrib-
uted to the many milestones the Professional 
Development Center has achieved. The Pro-
fessional Development Center has trained 
34,000 California workers and has created re-
lationships with numerous clients that include 
USC Verdugo Hills Hospital, Glendale Advent-
ist Medical Center, DreamWorks Animation, 
Lexus of Glendale, Whole Foods Market, and 
The Cheesecake Factory. 

In addition to her work at the Professional 
Development Center, Kimberly spends time 
participating in local and community fund-
raising events. She also enjoys attending 
sporting events, and is a big fan of the Los 
Angeles Dodgers and Los Angeles Lakers. 

I ask all Members to join me in honoring an 
exceptional woman of California’s 28th Con-
gressional District, Ms. Kimberly Holland, for 
her extraordinary service to the community. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SAMTRANS ON ITS 
40TH ANNIVERSARY 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
celebrate the 40th Anniversary of the San 
Mateo County Transit District, known locally 
as SamTrans, and congratulate its Board and 
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everyone at the agency. SamTrans has pro-
vided important bus service throughout San 
Mateo County since it carried its first pas-
sengers on July 1, 1976. 

SamTrans was formed through the consoli-
dation of 11 separate city bus systems into a 
single countywide service. Since its beginning, 
SamTrans has provided bus service to several 
heavily populated employment centers on the 
San Francisco Peninsula. SamTrans also pro-
vides critical service to the rural coast of San 
Mateo County which is home to agricultural 
workers and many other residents who are de-
pendent on the SamTrans bus system to get 
to work, school, and medical appointments. 

SamTrans is also a leader in providing para-
transit service for passengers with mobility im-
pairments. In 1977, more than a decade be-
fore passage of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act, SamTrans launched the Redi-Wheels pro-
gram to provide on-demand, free transit serv-
ice for passengers with disabilities. This inno-
vative program now provides more than 1,000 
trips per day. 

In 1988, SamTrans was named the man-
aging agency of a half-cent sales tax measure 
approved by San Mateo County voters for 
transportation projects. This sales tax was re-
newed in 2004 and will be in effect through 
2033. Three years later, SamTrans joined with 
the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board to 
purchase the Caltrain right-of-way from San 
Francisco to San Jose and ensure that this re-
gional commuter rail remained in service. 
SamTrans now serves as the managing agen-
cy for Caltrain which is the spine of our transit 
system on the Peninsula and serves over 
55,000 passengers on an average weekday. 

Today, SamTrans has a fleet of nearly 300 
buses providing service to over 13 million rid-
ers per year. SamTrans operates on over 75 
routes throughout San Mateo County, with 
service extended into parts of San Francisco 
and Palo Alto, and the District has continually 
improved and upgraded its service over the 
years to better align with demand. 

My own experience with SamTrans dates 
back to my service on the San Mateo County 
Board of Supervisors from 1982 to 1992. 
Throughout my tenure on the Board and in 
Congress, I’m proud to have worked closely 
with SamTrans to ensure residents of San 
Mateo County have access to safe, efficient 
transportation options that reduce congestion 
and improve mobility on the Peninsula. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the entire House to join 
me in honoring SamTrans for 40 years of su-
perb service to the people of San Mateo 
County. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE LAVEEN 
ANNUAL COMMUNITY PARADE 
SPONSORED BY THE LAVEEN 
LIONS CLUB 

HON. RUBEN GALLEGO 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the leadership and volunteers who 
organize and staged the 16th Annual Laveen 
Community Parade. 

Since its inception, the parade has been 
hosted annually by the Laveen Lions Club. 
The Laveen chapter was chartered on October 

21, 1974, as a member of the largest commu-
nity service organization in the world, Lions 
Clubs. 

Lions Clubs bring together individuals de-
voted to making their communities a better 
place, regardless of race, religion, gender or 
language. As their motto, ‘‘We Serve,’’ indi-
cates, Lions Club members work tirelessly to 
support and assist those in need. 

The 16th Annual Community Parade, which 
took place in February 2016, honored the 
agrarian heritage and diversity of the Laveen 
community. The parade featured local school 
clubs, horses and riders, community organiza-
tions and other officials and floats, including 
an award-winning float from the Arizona Sub-
marine Veterans Perch Base. 

Outside of the annual parade, the Laveen 
Lions Club engages in a variety of community 
service projects. This winter, members and 
volunteers sent over 1,000 Christmas cards to 
troops in Afghanistan to honor those who 
serve and protect us. The Lions Club also pro-
vided Christmas Baskets full of food and 
Christmas gifts to thirty-five families and six 
senior citizens in the community. In addition, 
they collected and donated 2,615 pounds of 
food and Christmas gifts for distribution by 
local food banks, faith-based centers and 
community organizations. 

The Laveen Lions Club has long worked 
with local elementary and charter schools to 
conduct a vision and hearing screening pro-
gram. Across ten local schools, Lions Club 
volunteers have provided service to more than 
3,000 kindergarten, first, second, fourth, sixth 
grade and special needs students. 

Mr. Speaker, I applaud the leadership of 
Jeff Sprout, this year’s Laveen Lions Club Pa-
rade Chairperson, as well as the many volun-
teers who successfully organized and staged 
the 16th Annual Laveen Community Parade 
and who are a consistent force for good in the 
local community. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO PATRICIA A. (PAT) 
ANDERSON—28TH CONGRES-
SIONAL DISTRICT WOMAN OF 
THE YEAR 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Women’s History Month. Each year, 
we pay special tribute to the contributions and 
sacrifices made by our nation’s women. It is 
an honor to pay homage to outstanding 
women who are making a difference in my 
Congressional District. I would like to recog-
nize a remarkable woman, Patricia A. (Pat) 
Anderson, of La Cañada Flintridge, California. 

Born in Los Angeles, Pat attended West 
Athens Elementary School, George Wash-
ington School and local colleges. 

Pat became President/CEO of the La 
Cañada Flintridge Chamber of Commerce and 
Community Association in 2003, a position 
she holds today. She oversees all aspects of 
the chamber, including annual events such as 
the Fiesta Days/Memorial Day Weekend fes-
tivities and parade, the chamber’s internship 
program, and works closely with residents, 
businesses and city officials on local issues. 
Under her stellar leadership, both the business 

and residential membership expanded, the 
chamber’s revenues grew, and she was re-
sponsible for creating new programs such as 
the Chamber Ambassador program. Pat’s pro-
fessional organizations include memberships 
in the Southern California Chamber of Com-
merce Executives, Professional Women’s Net-
working Group, California Contract Cities As-
sociation, California Chamber of Commerce, 
and the Los Angeles County BizFed, of which 
she is a Founding Member. 

The consummate volunteer, Ms. Anderson’s 
list of volunteer activities is extensive and var-
ied. She was a member of the Palm Crest El-
ementary School PTA and the La Cañada 
High School Drama Boosters Club, civic clubs 
such as the La Cañada New Members Club 
and the Thursday Club, the La Cañada 
Flintridge City Incorporation Committee and 
was a volunteer instructor at the Braille Insti-
tute. Also, Pat is a Founding Member and is 
active in the Cañada Auxiliary of Profes-
sionals, and the O. Warren Hilgren Scholar-
ship committee, is Past President and a cur-
rent Board Member of the Paradise Valley 
Homeowners Association, and a Director of 
the La Cañada Flintridge Coordinating Coun-
cil. In addition, Pat is a nearly-thirty year mem-
ber of the Kiwanis Club of La Cañada, and a 
forty-five year member of the La Cañada Con-
gregational Church, where she has served as 
a Sunday School Teacher, Music Committee 
Member and chaired several committees. For 
her civic and professional accomplishments, 
Ms. Anderson has received the Kiwanis Club 
of La Cañada’s La Cañadan of the Year 
Award, the Les Tupper Community Service 
Award, Business Life Magazine’s Woman 
Achiever 2012 Award, and was named 
Woman of the Year for the 44th Assembly 
District in 2010 by then-Assemblyman Anthony 
Portantino. 

A forty-five year resident of La Cañada 
Flintridge, Pat and her late husband, Rev. 
Philip Longfellow Anderson, were married for 
twenty years before his passing in 2003, and 
have one daughter, Katherine. 

I ask all Members to join me in honoring an 
exceptional woman of California’s 28th Con-
gressional District, Patricia A. (Pat) Anderson, 
for her extraordinary service to the community. 

f 

HONORING TROOPER SEAN 
CULLEN 

HON. THOMAS MacARTHUR 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. MACARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the memory and life of fallen New 
Jersey State Trooper Sean Cullen of the Third 
Congressional District, and to express my sin-
cerest condolences to his family and loved 
ones he has left behind, as well as to recog-
nize his career of public service. 

Sean Cullen was a standout athlete at 
Cinnaminson High School and All-American 
wrestler at Lycoming College in Pennsylvania, 
where he earned a degree in criminal justice. 
After he graduated college, Sean pursued a 
career in law enforcement, eventually becom-
ing a New Jersey State Trooper. His first po-
lice job was in Sea Isle City, where he served 
as a Special Officer Class II. Sean dedicated 
five years to the Mount Holly Police Depart-
ment and then served with the Westampton 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:52 Mar 15, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A14MR8.012 E14MRPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E299 March 14, 2016 
Township Police Department before joining the 
New Jersey State Police. Sean was known by 
fellow officers for his upbeat and positive spir-
it, and his ability to overcome any obstacle in 
his way. 

Trooper Cullen sacrificed precious time with 
his fiancée and son to protect and serve those 
in need. He was fatally struck by an oncoming 
vehicle while responding to an accident. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of New Jersey’s 
Third Congressional District are tremendously 
honored by the selfless dedication displayed 
by Sean Cullen. He was a true hero, who put 
his life in harm’s way to protect and serve 
those in need. It is with a heavy heart that I 
rise before the United States House of Rep-
resentatives to commemorate his career and 
life, and recognize the lasting legacy that he 
has left behind. 

f 

STEVEN LANTSBERGER RETIRES 
FROM THE CITY OF HESPERIA 

HON. PAUL COOK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in rec-
ognition of Steven Lantsberger who will be re-
tiring from the City of Hesperia after 18 years 
of service. Mr. Lantsberger is the Director of 
the city’s Economic Development Department. 

Mr. Lantsberger has spent nearly 30 years 
in the fields of economic development and re-
development. He spearheaded Hesperia’s 
successful efforts to create an Enterprise Zone 
and Recycling Market Development Zone. His 
innovative thinking has led to the creation of 
thousands of jobs in northern and southern 
California. 

Mr. Lantsberger holds numerous profes-
sional certifications, including Economic Devel-
opment Finance Professional, Housing Devel-
opment Finance Professional, and Real Estate 
Broker and Appraiser. I want to thank Mr. 
Lantsberger for his years of service to the City 
of Hesperia and its citizens. His contributions 
will undoubtedly have a lasting impact on the 
people he served. I wish him the best of luck 
as he enters the newest chapter of his life. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LINDA S. PURA—28TH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 
WOMAN OF THE YEAR 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
honor of Women’s History Month. Each year, 
we pay special tribute to the contributions and 
sacrifices made by our nation’s women. It is 
an honor to pay homage to outstanding 
women who are making a difference in my 
Congressional District. I would like to recog-
nize a remarkable woman, Linda S. Pura, of 
Los Feliz, a unique neighborhood in Los An-
geles, California. 

Born in New Jersey, Linda attended 
Skidmore College and New Jersey City Uni-
versity for her registered nursing degree and 
teaching credential, and California State Uni-
versity, Northridge, where she obtained her 
Master’s of Public Administration Degree. 

Linda’s illustrious forty-two year career as a 
registered nurse, health care educator and 
nursing manager began at Bayonne Hospital 
in Bayonne, New Jersey. After moving to Cali-
fornia, she was a critical care instructor for 
seventeen years at Cedars-Sinai Medical Cen-
ter in Los Angeles, and then clinical manager 
of their blood donor facility, where she was re-
sponsible for blood donations and stem cell 
collection patient care. Linda provided, devel-
oped and coordinated educational programs 
and education needs assessments for over 
400 primary care clinicians for the California 
Department of Health Care Services’ Los An-
geles County Cancer Detention Program, 
‘‘Every Woman Counts.’’ In addition, Mrs. Pura 
acted as the Consumer Representative for the 
U.S. Food and Drug Administration’s (FDA) 
National Mammography Quality Assurance 
Advisory Committee, where she advised the 
FDA in the development of quality standards 
for mammography facilities and accrediting 
bodies, and developed procedures to monitor 
compliance with standards and mechanisms to 
investigate consumer complaints. 

A tireless advocate for women’s breast 
health, Linda co-founded the Susan G. Komen 
Los Angeles County affiliate, an organization 
that provides funding for breast cancer edu-
cation and outreach, and breast health serv-
ices in the Los Angeles County communities. 
Linda has participated in multiple aspects of 
the organization, including serving as Board 
President, Race for the Cure Chairperson, and 
on the Education and Grants Committees, and 
is currently a member of their speakers’ bu-
reau, their metastatic breast cancer committee 
and the Race for the Cure committee. One of 
Mrs. Pura’s major achievements was the de-
sign and organization of breast cancer diag-
nostic centers funded by Susan G. Komen Los 
Angeles County for symptomatic women and 
men. For her efforts, Linda received the na-
tional organization’s Jill Ireland Award for Vol-
unteerism. 

Linda and her husband, Marshall Pura, have 
been Los Feliz residents for almost fifty years. 
Married for nearly half a century, they have 
one daughter and two granddaughters. 

I ask all Members to join me in honoring an 
exceptional woman of California’s 28th Con-
gressional District, Linda S. Pura, for her ex-
traordinary service to the community. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF HENRIETTA LACKS 

HON. ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored to celebrate Mrs. Henrietta Lacks, whose 
family knew her as a phenomenal woman. 
Decades after her death, the world now knows 
her phenomenal life-giving contributions. 

Mrs. Lacks could hardly have known the im-
pact her life would have. She grew up humbly 
in rural Virginia, moving as a young mother 
with her husband Day to find opportunity in 
Baltimore. The Lacks family continued to grow 
until she received her fateful diagnosis. The 
doctors at Johns Hopkins attempted to treat 
her cervical cancer, but were unable to save 
her life. 

Of course, that is not the end of the story. 
In fact, her story is still being told through her 

immortal cells, the first to replicate indefinitely, 
providing clinicians with an invaluable re-
source for their medical research. 

In her lifetime, Henrietta Lacks never wit-
nessed a man land on the moon. She could 
have hardly imagined that her cells would trav-
el in space to help determine the effects of 
zero gravity. 

Mrs. Lacks died decades before the dis-
covery of AIDS. And still, her cells have con-
tributed to treatments for those living with HIV. 

That is immortality. This woman, who gave 
so much to her family in life, continues to give 
in her death. 

As we celebrate her contributions, we must 
also acknowledge that they were not freely 
given. As an African-American woman of few 
means, she was not afforded in life the re-
spect that she deserved. Her cells were used 
without her knowledge or her consent. 

In fact, Henrietta Lacks’ family did not know 
that her cells had been cultivated until re-
searchers contacted them 25 years after her 
death requesting additional genetic material. 

How could they have known the lengths her 
cells had traveled? Or the fortunes they had 
made? 

It is tragic that the gift that Henrietta Lacks 
gave the world was really not a gift at all. 

Still, the Lacks family continues to give. 
They have not shared in the riches that the 
HeLa cells have made possible. But they have 
reclaimed their privacy rights, working in co-
operation with the National Institutes of Health 
to control access to their family’s genetic 
code. Today, their experience informs discus-
sions of bioethics and patient consent. 

Truly, there will never be another Henrietta 
Lacks. This phenomenal woman left a legacy 
of generosity and humility in her remarkable 
family. I am proud to introduce a resolution 
today in the House of Representatives to 
honor Mrs. Henrietta Lacks. 

This Women’s History Month, I am honored 
to recognize Mrs. Henrietta Lacks, her life, 
and her remarkable place in history. On behalf 
of a grateful nation, thank you to the Lacks 
family for the countless ways you have en-
riched our lives. 

f 

HONORING LILLIE KAY MITCHELL 

HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate Lillie Kay Mitchell on being 
named the 2016 Germantown, Tennessee 
Lions Club Citizen of the Year. This award is 
indeed a fitting tribute for all the time and sac-
rifice that Ms. Mitchell has made on behalf of 
the people of Germantown and all of Shelby 
County, Tennessee. 

After graduating from Leadership German-
town in 2004, Ms. Mitchell has become an ac-
tive member of the Alumni Association, includ-
ing serving as the organization’s secretary in 
2010. She has spearheaded multiple projects 
including the annual Neighborhood Associa-
tion Seminar, thus putting her experience of 
founding the Neshoba North Neighborhood 
Association to practical use for the betterment 
of our community. 

For the last 10 years, Ms. Mitchell has been 
a member of Germantown Public Safety Edu-
cation Commission, including serving as Chair 
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for five years. Along with completing both her 
CPR and CERT training, she launched Ger-
mantown’s Safety City while volunteering in 
that capacity. Ms. Mitchell is also an energetic 
leader in the annual Germantown Charity 
Horse Show, her church, Germantown United 
Methodist Church, and many more philan-
thropic endeavors. 

Indeed, the Germantown Lions Club could 
not have made a better selection for their Cit-
izen of the Year than Ms. Lillie Kay Mitchell. 
On behalf of Tennessee’s 8th Congressional 
District, I would like to congratulate Ms. Mitch-
ell and wish her the best of luck in the future. 

f 

HONORING JIM WATSON OF BED-
FORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE FOL-
LOWING HIS PASSING ON FEB-
RUARY 20, 2016 

HON. FRANK C. GUINTA 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
extend my sincerest condolences and sym-
pathy to the family of Jim Watson of Bedford, 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. Watson served his country honorably in 
the United States Army during the Vietnam 
War. He later started his own business in 
1981, Watson Insurance Agency, and re-
mained a well-known and respected business-
man in New Hampshire until his retirement in 
2011. Jim continued to stay engaged in 
causes in the community after his retirement, 
such as the Boy Scouts of America, and was 
an active member of the Disabled American 
Veterans (DAV) and active in local party poli-
tics. 

I know that Jim will be best remembered for 
his kindness and willingness to help others in 
the community. New Hampshire lost a true 
friend to the community and we will forever be 
grateful for his hard work and many contribu-
tions over the years. 

f 

HONORING HARRY CHARLES 

HON. TOM RICE 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the life of Mr. Harry 
Charles. 

I met Harry Charles in the mid-1980s at 
Trinity Episcopal Church. Harry was a gen-
tleman, a gentle man, in every sense. Brilliant, 
soft-spoken, and dignified with a shock of 
white hair and a sparkle in his eye, I liked him 
instantly. He and his wife, Jane, were loving, 
giving people. They were very involved in the 
community. The best compliment I can give 
them, or anyone, is that they were full of 
God’s grace. They were graceful. 

Folks often came to Harry after he’d retired 
for legal advice. Many of those, Harry would 
send to me, which meant a lot to a young law-
yer. 

I understate to say Harry and I were friends, 
and he was a great influence to me. But I 
want to share one aspect: He came by my of-
fice one day, looked me in the eye, and asked 

about my community involvement. When he 
deemed my answers inadequate, he said ‘‘I 
guess we’ll have to put you to work.’’ Over the 
next 20 years, Harry appointed me to a com-
mission to study emergency services, then to 
6 years on the Board of Zoning Appeals 
(ouch), then to 2 terms on Ocean View Foun-
dation. Harry made sure my civic duties were 
fulfilled. 

I may have complained once or twice along 
the way, but I have no doubt that the people 
I met, and the lessons I learned carrying out 
Harry’s assignments vastly broadened my per-
spective and eventually led me to the United 
States Congress. 

Harry will be greatly missed. 
f 

IN HONOR OF THE 100TH BIRTH-
DAY OF OLIVE CECELIA 
BELLMORE OLDFIELD 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for the House’s attention today to recog-
nize the birthday of Olive Cecelia Bellmore 
Oldfield. She will turn 100 on March 18th. 

Olive was born in the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan on March 18th, 1916. She was the 
third of four children of Jesse and Laura 
Trudell Bellmore. Early in her life, Olive’s fam-
ily relocated to Detroit, Michigan where her 
family ran a confectionery store. 

She attended Blessed Sacrament Grade 
School in Detroit and went on to graduate 
from Visitation High School. After completion 
of school, she was engaged to her brother’s 
friend, Alfred ‘‘Al’’ Oldfield, a new American 
citizen from Canada. They were married at 
Visitation Parish on November 16, 1935. 

After World War II, Olive gave birth to four 
children, John, Janine, Jerome and Mary. At 
this time, the family decided to venture into 
business for themselves and began Ecko Beer 
Distributorship. 

Olive and her late husband, Al, have 16 
grandchildren and 21 great-grandchildren. 
Olive has spoiled each one of them with love 
and chocolate. She has survived breast can-
cer twice, both in the late 1960’s and again in 
2007. She was able to celebrate 59 years of 
marriage with her husband before his passing. 

Olive is young at heart and an inspiration. 
She still lives alone and never misses her fa-
vorite program, ‘‘Jeopardy’’. She always does 
for others before herself, and taught her four 
children to do the same. She is a patriot and 
thankful to be an American citizen of French 
ancestry. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in recognizing 
the life and achievements of Olive Cecelia 
Bellmore Oldfield and wishing her a happy 
100th birthday. 

f 

HONORING OFFICER ASHLEY 
GUINDON AFTER HER PASSING 
ON FEBRUARY 27, 2016 

HON. FRANK C. GUINTA 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to re-
member Merrimack High School graduate 

Ashley Guindon, a police officer who lost her 
life in the line of duty on February 27, 2016. 

Ashley grew up in New Hampshire in the 
First Congressional District. Following in her 
father’s footsteps, she joined the Marine Corps 
Reserve, winning the National Defense Serv-
ice Medal and Marine Corps Reserve Medal. 

Her love of public service brought her back 
to the nation’s capital, where she gained a fo-
rensic science degree. She graduated from 
the Prince William County, Virginia, police 
academy last year and served her first day on 
the job on February 27th. That same night, 
her compassion for others drew her into a 
deadly situation, which cost Ashley her young 
life. A suspect shot two more officers and fa-
tally wounded another victim. 

Merrimack, New Hampshire, where Ashley’s 
family still lives, mourns her loss. It takes a re-
markable individual like Ashley Guindon to risk 
their life daily to keep us safe and protect us 
from harm. So let us take a moment today 
and pause, reflect, and celebrate the life and 
valor of Officer Guindon. She died trying to 
protect her fellow citizens and we will all miss 
her contributions. 

f 

CONGRATULATING REVEREND DR. 
JARVIS L. COLLIER 

HON. KEVIN YODER 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
send my congratulations to Reverend Dr. Jar-
vis L. Collier on his 15th Anniversary at Pleas-
ant Green Baptist Church in Kansas City, Kan-
sas. 

I’ve known Reverend Collier for several 
years now. I met him when I was a brand new 
Member of Congress representing Wyandotte 
County in Washington. 

The Reverend has always been very kind to 
me and has welcomed me to Pleasant Green 
on more than one occasion, including having 
my wife Brooke and I join the United Prayer 
Movement to serve meals on Thanksgiving. 

His stated goal is ‘‘to glorify God as a yield-
ed instrument for preaching/teaching/modeling 
the redemptive love of God through Jesus 
Christ, guided by the Holy Spirit.’’ 

I’ve seen how he lives out this goal first-
hand. Visiting Pleasant Green Baptist Church 
I’ve seen the fruits of his labor for his con-
gregation and community through spreading 
the good word, working on education initia-
tives and more. 

His leadership is truly an asset to Wyan-
dotte County and the greater Kansas City 
area. 

Reverend Collier, thanks for your dedication 
and service these past 15 years and I look for-
ward to celebrating many more milestones 
with you and the wonderful people at Pleasant 
Green Baptist Church. 

f 

HONORING COL. FRED VANN 
CHERRY 

HON. C.A. DUTCH RUPPERSBERGER 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
before you today to honor the life and legacy 
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of Col. Fred Vann Cherry, an Air Force fighter 
pilot who spent seven years as a prisoner of 
war in Vietnam. Colonel Cherry passed away 
recently at the age of 87 while living in Mary-
land. 

A native of Suffolk, Virginia, Colonel Cherry 
was born to farmers on March 24, 1928. He 
attended the racially segregated schools of the 
Jim Crow South and graduated in 1951 from 
Virginia Union University, a historically black 
college in Richmond. He then joined the Air 
Force. 

Colonel Cherry was a Major who had 
served more than 100 combat missions in 
Korea and Vietnam when his bomber was hit 
by enemy fire in October 1965. He suffered 
significant injuries while ejecting and was cap-
tured immediately upon landing. He spent 702 
days in solitary confinement and endured tor-
ture at the hands of our enemies. Colonel 
Cherry was the first and highest-ranking black 
officer to become a prisoner in Vietnam. 

Colonel Cherry credited his survival to a fel-
low POW who, in turn, credited Colonel Cher-
ry with his. The two wrote a book about their 
friendship and gave joint talks at military insti-
tutions and colleges. Colonel Cherry was also 
featured in a documentary narrated by Tom 
Hanks about Vietnam fighter pilots held as 
POWs. 

Colonel Cherry later attended the National 
War College and the Defense Intelligence 
School in Washington. After more than 30 
years of service, he retired from the Air Force 
in 1981 as a decorated joint staff officer as-
signed to the Defense Intelligence Agency. He 
then started his own engineering company. 

While too numerous to mention in their en-
tirety, Colonel Cherry’s awards and accolades 
include two Purple Hearts, the Silver Star, two 
Bronze Stars and the Air Force Cross, which 
recognizes ‘‘extraordinary heroism,’’ ‘‘personal 
fortitude’’ in the face of severe enemy harass-
ment and torture and suffering critical injuries. 
A scholarship in his name is given annually by 
the Suffolk Foundation. 

Colonel Cherry has remained a dedicated 
father to his five children, three of which also 
enlisted in our Armed Forces. He died as a 
grandfather to 14 and a great-grandfather to 
six. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you join with me 
today to acknowledge the service and sacrifice 
of Colonel Cherry and that of his family. I 
humbly express my condolences to his family 
and wish them peace and comfort in the days 
ahead. 

f 

HONORING REVEREND FRANCIS 
CRANDALL IN CELEBRATION OF 
HIS 100TH BIRTHDAY 

HON. FRANK C. GUINTA 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
express my congratulations to Reverend 
Francis Crandall in celebration of his reaching 
his 100th birthday. 

As he reflects on the great memories and 
milestones that have highlighted the past hun-
dred years, I know he will think fondly on all 
that he’s accomplished and the positive impact 
he’s had on his family and the communities 
he’s served in New Hampshire. In addition to 

his fine work in ministry, Reverend Crandall 
has been a staunch advocate for feeding 
homeless and needy children around the 
world, and created the International Concern 
for Children Foundation (ICCF) to help raise 
awareness and much needed funds for chil-
dren at orphanages in thirteen countries. 

Rev. Crandall’s care for others and focus on 
helping those most in need has created a 
strong legacy that will not soon be forgotten. 
It is with great admiration that I congratulate 
him on achieving this wonderful milestone, 
and wish him the best in all future endeavors. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 40TH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE ANN ARBOR 
CENTER FOR INDEPENDENT LIV-
ING 

HON. DEBBIE DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate the Ann Arbor 
Center for Independent Living on their 40th 
anniversary. The accomplishment of this long- 
standing non-profit agency exemplifies the im-
portance and strength of public-private part-
nerships in our communities. 

Founded in February of 1976, the Ann Arbor 
Center for Independent Living has worked to 
improve the lives of those living with disabil-
ities in our community. The group was 
launched to provide help for individuals with 
disabilities, by people with disabilities. It 
sought to move beyond the low expectations 
of people in the disabled community, and 
worked diligently to help them achieve full par-
ticipation and access to opportunities that 
able-bodied people take for granted. At the 
time of its inception, it was just the fourth Cen-
ter for Independent Living in the country, and 
the first in the State of Michigan. The Ann 
Arbor Center for Independent Living provides 
the most basic life needs to people: housing, 
transportation, and access to resources. Their 
work has now expanded to positively impact 
the lives of over 4,000 people in Southeast 
Michigan each year. 

The center offers individualized counseling, 
advocacy efforts, skill-building classes, recre-
ation, arts programming, and other tools that 
build a sense of community and belonging for 
all. For 40 years, the Ann Arbor Center for 
Independent Living has held itself to the high-
est standards of excellence to ensure that our 
residents continue to have a place to turn for 
support in good times and in bad times. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
today in honoring the Ann Arbor Center for 
Independent Living on their 40th Anniversary 
and to wish them many more years of contin-
ued success. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 35TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE PAISANO 

HON. JOAQUIN CASTRO 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the 35th anniversary of The 

Paisano, the independent student newspaper 
at the University of San Antonio (UTSA). For 
three and a half decades, dedicated, talented 
students have run every aspect of the paper’s 
publication. From reporting, to editing, to man-
aging the paper’s budget, it’s the driven young 
people at UTSA who have made The 
Paisano’s success over the years possible. 

Each week, 7,000 copies of The Paisano 
circulate on campus, expanding students’ hori-
zons, challenging their thinking, and enriching 
campus life. Thanks to the Paisano, learning 
at UTSA doesn’t end when students leave the 
classroom. 

A vibrant, free press plays a vital role in 
American society, and The Paisano fosters a 
welcoming community where the next genera-
tion of journalists can cut their teeth and hone 
their craft. Enthusiasm and a desire to learn 
are the only prerequisites for joining the pa-
per’s staff. Even for alumni of The Paisano’s 
team who pursue careers in fields other than 
journalism, the lessons in leadership, team-
work, and entrepreneurship learned during 
their time with the paper serve them well. 

I applaud the members of The Paisano’s 
staff, past and present. Their legacy lives on 
at UTSA, and will continue to do so for years 
to come as future classes take up the torch— 
and pen—at The Paisano. 

f 

HONORING KEITH BRYAR JR. OF 
LACONIA, NEW HAMPSHIRE FOL-
LOWING HIS PASSING ON FEB-
RUARY 20, 2016 

HON. FRANK C. GUINTA 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
extend my sincerest condolences and sym-
pathy to the family of Keith Bryar of 
Moultonborough, New Hampshire. 

Mr. Bryar was an active member of the 
Lakes Region community where he was born 
and raised. After spending time in Alaska to 
gain experience in the construction industry, 
he returned to New Hampshire to start his 
own business, Bryar Enterprises, which he 
owned and operated for thirty years. During 
this time he was an active member of the 
community and became known for his profes-
sionalism and strong work ethic. 

Keith’s other passion in life, following his 
great love for his family, was his involvement 
in racing sled dogs, a tradition he carried on 
from his parents. His love of sled dogs and 
racing them pushed him to compete across 
the U.S. and Canada, earning him many titles 
along the way and the respect of many in-
volved in the sport. 

New Hampshire and the Lakes Region lost 
a true friend, and we will forever be grateful 
for his hard work and commitment to the com-
munity he held so dear. 

f 

HONORING JACK PLUCKHAHN 

HON. DARRELL E. ISSA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor 
the memory of Frederick John Pluckhahn. 
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Jack was a prominent and instrumental leader 
in the consumer electronics industry and he 
will be dearly missed by his many colleagues 
and friends across the nation. 

As a young man, Jack earned a Bachelor’s 
of Science at the University of Wisconsin— 
Madison and served in the United States Navy 
from 1955 to 1957. After beginning his entre-
preneurial career in Minneapolis, Minnesota as 
a buyer for Dayton’s Department Store, he re-
located with his family in 1968 to New Jersey 
to join Matsushita Electric Industrial Corpora-
tion, known today as Panasonic Corporation. 
During his tenure at Panasonic, he served as 
Vice President of the Southern Group of 
Matsushita Electric Corporation of America 
(MECA) from 1972 to 1982 before becoming 
President of MECA’s Quasar Division in Chi-
cago, Illinois. From 1989 to 1994, as Vice 
President of MECA, he was responsible for 
operations and headquarters functions at the 
company. 

From 1986 to 1994, Jack volunteered for 
several leadership positions with the Con-
sumer Electronics Group, known today as the 
Consumer Technology Association. As Chair-
man, Vice Chairman, and Video Chair, he 
played a key role in the nation’s switch to dig-
ital and high-definition television, and in the 
words of CTA President Gary Shapiro, ‘‘Tele-
vision as we know it today . . . would not be 
possible without the contributions of Jack and 
his colleagues.’’ 

In addition to his accomplishments in the 
consumer electronics industry, Jack was ac-
tively involved in his community, both as a 
Court Appointed Special Advocate for the 
Planning Commission in Morgan County, 
Georgia and as the County’s Habitat for Hu-
manity Executive Director from 1996 to 2008. 
It was his honor to carry the Olympic Torch for 
the Atlanta Olympic Games in 1996. 

Jack passed away on February 11, 2016 
from Parkinson’s disease and is survived by 
Nancy, his wife of fifty-six years, and their chil-
dren: Susan and Felix Vizurraga, Jill and Mat 
Morgan, Scott Pluckhahn and Keith Crosby, 
Thomas Pluckhahn and Becky Zarger, and Mi-
chael Pluckhahn. My thoughts and prayers are 
with his family. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF BRIGADIER 
GENERAL RUFUS C. LAZZELL 

HON. THOMAS J. ROONEY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. ROONEY of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Rufus C. Lazzell, retired 
Brigadier General and former mayor of Punta 
Gorda, Florida, who sadly passed away on 
Saturday, March 12, 2016 at the age of 86. 

Rufus Lazzell served as an officer in the 
United States Army for thirty years during 
which time he fought and commanded val-
iantly in two of our nation’s wars, Korea and 
Vietnam. He commanded the 1st Battalion, 
16th Infantry Regiment (Ranger) during the 
first battle of Prek Klok in 1967 and then went 
on to hold multiple staff positions throughout 
the Army, including working for the Army Chief 
of Staff. He retired from military service in 
1981, earning the rank of Brigadier General. 
His service awards include: the Army Distin-
guished Service Medal, two awards of the Sil-

ver Star for gallantry in combat, three awards 
of the Legion of Merit, three awards of the 
Bronze Star Medal (including one for valor), 
Defense Superior Service Medal, Meritorious 
Service Medal, four awards of the Air Medal, 
two awards of the Army Commendation Medal 
and the Purple Heart. 

Although retired from military service, Rufus 
continued to serve the people of the United 
States. He served on the Punta Gorda City 
Council for eight years including four years as 
mayor. He was a strong supporter of pre-
serving the Charlotte County Court House, a 
founding member of the Military Heritage Mu-
seum, was the museum’s first inductee on 
their ‘‘Wall of Warrior’’, and was the president 
of the Cultural Center of Charlotte County. Al-
though he held high positions of power, Rufus’ 
magnanimous character is to be admired and 
was highlighted when he worked as a sales 
clerk in a local hardware store because he 
‘‘wanted to learn the hardware business and 
find out how to fix things.’’ 

Rufus was more than a pillar in the commu-
nity, he was an intricate member of the com-
munity’s foundation. Rufus is survived by his 
loving wife of 64 years, Jo Jac, daughters Vic-
toria and Linda, grandchildren and great- 
grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, I speak for all of Charlotte 
County in saying that our thoughts and pray-
ers are with Brigadier General Lazzell’s family, 
as well as his friends, co-workers and the en-
tire community as they mourn his passing. He 
will be missed. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NACDS RxIMPACT 
DAY 

HON. DAVID LOEBSACK 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. LOEBSACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize the Eighth Annual NACDS RxIMPACT 
Day on Capitol Hill. This is a special day 
where we recognize pharmacy’s contribution 
to the American healthcare system. This 
year’s event, organized by the National Asso-
ciation of Chain Drug Stores, takes place on 
March 16–17. Nearly 400 individuals from the 
pharmacy community—including practicing 
pharmacists, pharmacy school faculty and stu-
dents, state pharmacy association representa-
tives and pharmacy company leaders—will 
visit Capitol Hill. They will share their views 
with Congress about the importance of sup-
porting legislation that protects access to com-
munity and neighborhood pharmacies and that 
utilizes pharmacists to improve the quality and 
reduce the costs of providing healthcare. 

Advocates from over 40 states have trav-
elled to Washington to talk about the phar-
macy community’s contributions in over 
40,000 community pharmacies nationwide. 
These important healthcare providers are here 
to educate Congress about the value of phar-
macy and the important access provided by 
community pharmacies in the nation’s 
healthcare delivery system. And just as these 
providers travelled to meet with us, Members 
of Congress and their staff have toured retail 
chain pharmacies in our own communities 
more than 400 times since 2009. 

Patients have always relied on their local 
pharmacist to meet their healthcare needs. 

The local pharmacist is a trusted, highly ac-
cessible healthcare provider deeply committed 
to providing the highest quality care in the 
most efficient manner possible. 

As demand for healthcare services con-
tinues to grow, pharmacists have expanded 
their role in healthcare delivery, partnering 
with physicians, nurses and other healthcare 
providers to meet their patients’ needs. Inno-
vative services provided by pharmacists do 
even more to improve patient healthcare. 
Pharmacists are highly valued by those that 
rely on them most—those in rural and under-
served areas, as well as older Americans, and 
those struggling to manage chronic diseases. 
Pharmacy services improve patients’ quality of 
life as well as healthcare affordability. By help-
ing patients take their medications effectively 
and providing preventive services, pharmacists 
help avoid more costly forms of care. Phar-
macists also help patients identify strategies to 
save money, such as through better under-
standing of their pharmacy benefits, using ge-
neric medications, and obtaining 90-day sup-
plies of prescription drugs from local phar-
macies. 

Pharmacists are the nation’s most acces-
sible healthcare providers. In many commu-
nities, especially in rural areas, the local phar-
macist is a patient’s most direct link to 
healthcare. Eighty-six percent of Americans 
reside within a five-mile radius of a community 
pharmacy. Pharmacists are one of our nation’s 
most trusted healthcare professionals. Utilizing 
their specialized education, pharmacists play a 
major role in medication therapy management, 
disease-state management, immunizations, 
healthcare screenings, and other healthcare 
services designed to improve patient health 
and reduce overall healthcare costs. Phar-
macists are also expanding their role into new 
models of care based on quality of services 
and outcomes, such as accountable care or-
ganizations (ACOs) and medical homes. 

The pharmacy advocates of NACDS 
RxIMPACT Day on Capitol Hill are promoting 
legislation, H.R. 592/S. 314, the Pharmacy 
and Medically Underserved Areas Enhance-
ment Act, to allow Medicare Part B to utilize 
pharmacists to their full capability by providing 
underserved beneficiaries with services, sub-
ject to state scope of practice laws. They are 
also working to ensure that the TRICARE 
pharmacy program keeps prescription copays 
affordable for beneficiaries as well as pre-
serving their ability to choose to fill their pre-
scriptions at their community pharmacy. They 
also are promoting measures, such as H.R. 
793/S. 1190, the Ensuring Seniors Access to 
Local Pharmacies Act of 2015 to guarantee 
Medicare Part D access and transparency. 

I believe Congress should look at every op-
portunity to make sure that pharmacists are al-
lowed to utilize their training to the fullest to 
provide the services that can improve care, in-
crease access and lower costs. In recognition 
of the Eighth Annual NACDS RxIMPACT Day 
on Capitol Hill, I would like to congratulate 
pharmacy leaders, pharmacists, students, and 
the entire pharmacy community represented 
by the National Association of Chain Drug 
Stores, for their contributions to the health and 
wellness of the American people. 
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f 

IN HONOR OF MR. MARTY MCVEY 

HON. AL GREEN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to honor a respected business and 
community leader, Marty McVey. 

Mr. McVey proudly served the American 
people for over four years, from 2011 to 2015. 
In 2011, he was appointed by President 
Barack Obama to serve as a Director of the 
United States Agency for International Devel-
opment (USAID) Board for International Food 
and Agricultural Development (BIFAD). USAID 
plays a critical role in our nation’s efforts to 
stabilize regions and build responsive local 
governance. The agency addresses many of 
the same problems as military interventions, 
but uses a different set of tools. 

Mr. McVey’s responsibilities with the agency 
included providing guidance to the federal 
government regarding investments in training, 
research, and technology transfer to devel-
oping countries. As part of these responsibil-
ities, Mr. McVey served as Chairman for the 
Haitian Reconstruction Task Force, as well as 
Chairman of the BIFAD Budget Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of a friend 
who has served our President and our country 
well, the Honorable Marty McVey. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, 
March 15, 2016 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
MARCH 16 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation 
Business meeting to consider S. 2658, to 

amend title 49, United States Code, to 
authorize appropriations for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration for fiscal 
years 2016 through 2017, S. 2644, to reau-
thorize the Federal Communications 
Commission for fiscal years 2017 and 
2018, and a routine list in the Coast 
Guard. 

SR–253 

Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 

To hold hearings to examine the 2016 
Water Resources Development Act, fo-
cusing on policies and projects. 

SD–406 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 

and Pensions 
Business meeting to consider S. 1455, to 

provide access to medication-assisted 
therapy, S. 2256, to establish programs 
for health care provider training in 
Federal health care and medical facili-
ties, to establish Federal co-pre-
scribing guidelines, to establish a grant 
program with respect to naloxone, S. 
480, to amend and reauthorize the con-
trolled substance monitoring program 
under section 399O of the Public Health 
Service Act, an original bill entitled, 
‘‘Mental Health Reform Act of 2016’’, 
and an original bill entitled, ‘‘Plan of 
Safe Care Improvement Act’’. 

SD–106 
Committee on the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Immigration and the Na-

tional Interest 
To hold hearings to examine the impact 

of immigration on United States work-
ers. 

SD–226 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold a joint hearing with the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to ex-
amine the legislative presentation of 
multiple Veterans Service Organiza-
tions. 

SD–G50 
10:30 a.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Department of Defense 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2017 for the National Guard 
and Reserve. 

SD–192 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine Department 
of Homeland Security management and 
acquisition reform. 

SD–342 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine preventing 
a fiscal crisis in America, focusing on a 
balanced budget amendment to the 
Constitution. 

SD–226 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Devel-

opment 
To hold hearings to examine proposed 

budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2017 for the National Nu-
clear Security Administration. 

SD–138 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Airland 

To hold hearings to examine Army Un-
manned Aircraft Vehicle and Air Force 
Remotely Piloted Aircraft Enterprises 
in review of the Defense Authorization 
Request for fiscal year 2017 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

SR–222 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 

Capabilities 
To hold closed hearings to examine the 

Department of Defense’s global 
counterterrorism strategy. 

SVC–217 

MARCH 17 

9 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 

Federal Management 
To hold hearings to examine agency use 

of deference. 
SD–342 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine the Depart-
ment of Defense budget posture in re-
view of the Defense Authorization Re-
quest for fiscal year 2017 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

SD–G50 
9:45 a.m. 

Special Committee on Aging 
To hold hearings to examine sudden price 

spikes in decades-old Rx drugs. 
SD–562 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Departments of Labor, 

Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2017 for the Department of 
Labor. 

SD–138 
Committee on Finance 

To hold hearings to examine 
HealthCare.gov, focusing on a review of 
operations and enrollment. 

SD–215 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine the Admin-
istration’s nuclear agenda. 

SD–419 
Committee on the Judiciary 

Business meeting to consider S. 247, to 
amend section 349 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to deem specified 
activities in support of terrorism as re-
nunciation of United States nation-
ality, S. 2390, to provide adequate pro-
tections for whistleblowers at the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation, S. 2613, to 
reauthorize certain programs estab-
lished by the Adam Walsh Child Pro-
tection and Safety Act of 2006, S. 2614, 
to amend the Violent Crime Control 
and Law Enforcement Act of 1994, to 
reauthorize the Missing Alzheimer’s 
Disease Patient Alert Program, and to 
promote initiatives that will reduce 
the risk of injury and death relating to 
the wandering characteristics of some 
children with autism, and the nomina-
tions of Elizabeth J. Drake, of Mary-
land, Jennifer Choe Groves, of Virginia, 
and Gary Stephen Katzmann, of Massa-
chusetts, each to be a Judge of the 
United States Court of International 
Trade, and Clare E. Connors, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of Hawaii. 

SD–226 
2 p.m. 

Select Committee on Intelligence 
To hold closed hearings to examine cer-

tain intelligence matters. 
SH–219 

3 p.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-

sources 
Subcommittee on National Parks 

To hold hearings to examine S. 2177 and 
H.R. 959, bills to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a spe-
cial resource study of the Medgar Evers 
House, located in Jackson, Mississippi, 
S. 651 and H.R. 1289, bills to authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to acquire 
certain land in Martinez, California, 
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for inclusion in the John Muir National 
Historic Site, H.R. 1949, to provide for 
the consideration and submission of 
site and design proposals for the Na-
tional Liberty Memorial approved for 
establishment in the District of Colum-
bia, S. 1329 and H.R. 2288, bills to re-
move the use restrictions on certain 
land transferred to Rockingham Coun-
ty, Virginia, H.R. 2880, to redesignate 
the Martin Luther King, Junior, Na-
tional Historic Site in the State of 
Georgia, S. 1930 and H.R. 3371, bills to 
adjust the boundary of the Kennesaw 
Mountain National Battlefield Park to 
include the Wallis House and Harriston 
Hill, S. 119, to amend the Federal 
Lands Recreation Enhancement Act to 
provide for a lifetime National Rec-
reational Pass for any veteran with a 
service-connected disability, S. 718, to 
modify the boundary of Petersburg Na-
tional Battlefield in the Common-
wealth of Virginia, S. 770, to authorize 
Escambia County, Florida, to convey 
certain property that was formerly 
part of Santa Rosa Island National 
Monument and that was conveyed to 
Escambia County subject to restric-
tions on use and reconveyance, S. 1577, 
to amend the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act to designate certain segments of 
East Rosebud Creek in Carbon County, 
Montana, as components of the Wild 
and Scenic Rivers System, S. 1943, to 
modify the boundary of the Shiloh Na-
tional Military Park located in the 
State of Tennessee and Mississippi, to 
establish Parker’s Crossroads Battle-
field as an affiliated area of the Na-
tional Park System, S. 1975, to estab-
lish the Sewall-Belmont House Na-
tional Historic Site as a unit of the Na-
tional Park System, S. 1982, to author-
ize a Wall of Remembrance as part of 
the Korean War Veterans Memorial 
and to allow certain private contribu-
tions to fund the Wall of Remem-
brance, S. 1993, to establish the 21st 
Century Conservation Service Corps to 
place youth and veterans in the United 
States in national service positions to 
protect, restore, and enhance the great 

outdoors of the United States, S. 2039, 
to designate the mountain at the Dev-
ils Tower National Monument, Wyo-
ming, as Devils Tower, S. 2061, to des-
ignate a National Memorial to Fallen 
Educators at the National Teachers 
Hall of Fame in Emporia, Kansas, S. 
2309, to amend title 54, United States 
Code, to establish within the National 
Park Service the U.S. Civil Rights Net-
work, S. 2608, to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to place signage 
on Federal land along the trail known 
as the ‘‘American Discovery Trail’’, S. 
2620, to facilitate the addition of park 
administration at the Coltsville Na-
tional Historical Park, S. 2628, to au-
thorize the National Emergency Med-
ical Services Memorial Foundation to 
establish a commemorative work in 
the District of Columbia and its envi-
rons. 

SD–366 

APRIL 5 
10 a.m. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine the effects 
of consumer finance regulations. 

SD–538 

APRIL 6 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

To hold hearings to examine Navy ship-
building programs in review of the De-
fense Authorization Request for fiscal 
year 2017 and the Future Years Defense 
Program. 

SR–222 

APRIL 7 
10 a.m. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 

Business meeting to consider the nomi-
nations of Jay Neal Lerner, of Illinois, 
to be Inspector General, Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation, and 
Amias Moore Gerety, of Connecticut, 

to be an Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury; to be immediately followed 
by a hearing to examine the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau’s Semi- 
Annual Report to Congress. 

SD–538 

APRIL 13 

2 p.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

To hold hearings to examine Marine 
Corps ground modernization in review 
of the Defense Authorization Request 
for fiscal year 2017 and the Future 
Years Defense Program. 

SR–232A 

APRIL 14 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 

Urban Affairs 
Subcommittee on Securities, Insurance, 

and Investment 
Subcommittee on Economic Policy 

To hold joint hearings to examine cur-
rent trends and changes in the fixed-in-
come markets. 

SD–538 

APRIL 20 

2 p.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

To hold hearings to examine Navy and 
Marine Corps aviation programs in re-
view of the Defense Authorization Re-
quest for fiscal year 2017 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

SR–232A 

APRIL 27 

2:15 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Government Accountability Office 
report on ‘‘Telecommunications: Addi-
tional Coordination and Performance 
Measurement Needed for High-Speed 
Internet Access Programs on Tribal 
Lands.’’ 

SD–628 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:52 Mar 15, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\M14MR8.000 E14MRPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



D243 

Monday, March 14, 2016 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

Senate confirmed the nomination of John B. King, of New York, to be 
Secretary of Education. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S1445–S1474 
Measures Introduced: Six bills and two resolutions 
were introduced, as follows: S. 2671–2676, S. Res. 
398, and S. Con. Res. 33.                                      Page S1463 

Measures Reported: 
S. 742, to appropriately limit the authority to 

award bonuses to employees, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 114–226) 

S. 1638, to direct the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity to submit to Congress information on the De-
partment of Homeland Security headquarters consoli-
dation project in the National Capital Region, with 
amendments. (S. Rept. No. 114–227) 

S. 2055, to amend the Public Health Service Act 
and the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with 
respect to national health security, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute.                   Page S1463 

Measures Passed: 
National Speech and Debate Education Day: 

Senate agreed to S. Res. 398, designating March 15, 
2016, as ‘‘National Speech and Debate Education 
Day’’.                                                                                Page S1469 

House Messages: 
National Sea Grant College Program Amend-

ments Act: Senate began consideration of the House 
message to accompany S. 764, to reauthorize and 
amend the National Sea Grant College Program Act, 
taking action on the following motions proposed 
thereto:                                                                    Pages S1458–60 

Pending: 
McConnell motion to concur in the House amend-

ment to the bill with McConnell (for Roberts) 
Amendment No. 3450 (to the House amendment to 
the bill), in the nature of a substitute.         Pages S1458 

McConnell motion to refer the bill to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 
                                                                                            Page S1458 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
McConnell motion to concur in the House amend-
ment to the bill with McConnell (for Roberts) 
Amendment No. 3450 (to the House amendment to 
the bill) (listed above), and, in accordance with the 
provisions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of 
the Senate, a vote on cloture will occur on Wednes-
day, March 16, 2016.                                               Page S1458 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the House mes-
sage to accompany the bill at 2:15 p.m., on Tuesday, 
March 15, 2016.                                                         Page S1469 

Appointments: 
United States Commission on International Re-

ligious Freedom: The Chair, on behalf of the Presi-
dent pro tempore, upon the recommendation of the 
Majority Leader, pursuant to Public Law 105–292, 
as amended by Public Law 106–55, Public Law 
107–228, and Public Law 112–75, appointed the 
following individual to the United States Commis-
sion on International Religious Freedom: Ambas-
sador Jackie Wolcott of Virginia.                      Page S1469 

Nomination Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nomination: 

By 49 yeas to 40 nays (Vote No. EX. 36), John 
B. King, of New York, to be Secretary of Education. 
                                                                            Pages S1457, S1474 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 

11 Air Force nominations in the rank of general. 
18 Army nominations in the rank of general. 
Routine lists in the Air Force, Army, Marine 

Corps, and Navy.                                                Pages S1473–74 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S1462 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S1462–63 
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Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S1463–64 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S1464–67 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S1461–62 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S1467–69 

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today. 
(Total—36)                                                                    Page S1457 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 3 p.m. and ad-
journed at 7:52 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, 

March 15, 2016. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S1473.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

No committee meetings were held. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 10 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 4729–4738; and 5 resolutions, H. 
Con. Res. 124; and H. Res. 638–639, 641–642, 
were introduced.                                                 Pages H1344–45 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H1345–46 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 2745, to amend the Clayton Act and the 

Federal Trade Commission Act to provide that the 
Federal Trade Commission shall exercise authority 
with respect to mergers only under the Clayton Act 
and only in the same procedural manner as the At-
torney General exercises such authority (H. Rept. 
114–449); 

H.R. 2273, to amend the Colorado River Storage 
Project Act to authorize the use of the active capac-
ity of the Fontenelle Reservoir, with amendments 
(H. Rept. 114–450); 

H.R. 4427, to amend section 203 of the Federal 
Power Act, with an amendment (H. Rept. 
114–451); 

H.R. 2984, to amend the Federal Power Act to 
provide that any inaction by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission that allows a rate change to 
go into effect shall be treated as an order by the 
Commission for purposes of rehearing and court re-
view (H. Rept. 114–452); and 

H. Res. 640, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 4596) to ensure that small business pro-
viders of broadband Internet access service can de-
vote resources to broadband deployment rather than 
compliance with cumbersome regulatory require-
ments, and providing for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 3797) to establish the bases by which the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection Agency 
shall issue, implement, and enforce certain emission 
limitations and allocations for existing electric utility 

steam generating units that convert coal refuse into 
energy (H. Rept. 114–453).                                 Page H1344 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Smith (NE) to act as 
Speaker pro tempore for today.                           Page H1303 

Recess: The House recessed at 12:01 p.m. and re-
convened at 2 p.m.                                                    Page H1303 

Recess: The House recessed at 2:06 p.m. and recon-
vened at 3:06 p.m.                                                    Page H1304 

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

Fair RATES Act: H.R. 2984, to amend the Fed-
eral Power Act to provide that any inaction by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission that allows a 
rate change to go into effect shall be treated as an 
order by the Commission for purposes of rehearing 
and court review;                                                Pages H1304–05 

Energy Efficient Government Technology Act: 
H.R. 1268, amended, to amend the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 to promote en-
ergy efficiency via information and computing tech-
nologies;                                                                  Pages H1305–07 

Amending section 203 of the Federal Power Act: 
H.R. 4427, amended, to amend section 203 of the 
Federal Power Act;                                            Pages H1307–08 

Reinstating and extending the deadline for com-
mencement of construction of a hydroelectric project 
involving Clark Canyon Dam: H.R. 2080, to rein-
state and extend the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project involving 
Clark Canyon Dam;                                          Pages H1308–09 

Extending the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project: H.R. 4411, 
to extend the deadline for commencement of con-
struction of a hydroelectric project;                  Page H1311 
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Extending the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project: H.R. 4412, 
to extend the deadline for commencement of con-
struction of a hydroelectric project;          Pages H1311–12 

Expressing the sense of the Congress condemning 
the gross violations of international law amount-
ing to war crimes and crimes against humanity by 
the Government of Syria, its allies, and other par-
ties to the conflict in Syria, and asking the Presi-
dent to direct his Ambassador at the United Na-
tions to promote the establishment of a war crimes 
tribunal where these crimes could be addressed: H. 
Con. Res. 121, amended, expressing the sense of the 
Congress condemning the gross violations of inter-
national law amounting to war crimes and crimes 
against humanity by the Government of Syria, its al-
lies, and other parties to the conflict in Syria, and 
asking the President to direct his Ambassador at the 
United Nations to promote the establishment of a 
war crimes tribunal where these crimes could be ad-
dressed, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote of 393 yeas to 3 
nays, Roll No. 113;                       Pages H1312–14, H1326–27 

Expressing the sense of Congress that those who 
commit or support atrocities against Christians 
and other ethnic and religious minorities, includ-
ing Yezidis, Turkmen, Sabea-Mandeans, Kaka‘e, 
and Kurds, and who target them specifically for 
ethnic or religious reasons, are committing, and 
are hereby declared to be committing ‘‘war crimes’’, 
‘‘crimes against humanity’’, and ‘‘genocide’’: H. 
Con. Res. 75, amended, expressing the sense of Con-
gress that those who commit or support atrocities 
against Christians and other ethnic and religious mi-
norities, including Yezidis, Turkmen, Sabea- 
Mandeans, Kaka‘e, and Kurds, and who target them 
specifically for ethnic or religious reasons, are com-
mitting, and are hereby declared to be committing 
‘‘war crimes’’, ‘‘crimes against humanity’’, and 
‘‘genocide’’, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 393 yeas 
with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 112; 
                                                                 Pages H1314–17 H1325–26 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘Expressing the 
sense of Congress that the atrocities perpetrated by 
ISIL against religious and ethnic minorities in Iraq 
and Syria include war crimes, crimes against human-
ity, and genocide.’’.                                                   Page H1326 

Directing the Secretary of State to develop a 
strategy to obtain observer status for Taiwan in 
the International Criminal Police Organization: S. 
2426, to direct the Secretary of State to develop a 
strategy to obtain observer status for Taiwan in the 
International Criminal Police Organization, by a 2⁄3 
yea-and-nay vote of 381 yeas with none voting 
‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 111; and          Pages H1317–20, H1324–25 

Airport and Airway Extension Act of 2016: 
H.R. 4721, to amend title 49, United States Code, 
to extend authorizations for the airport improvement 
program, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, and to extend the funding and expenditure 
authority of the Airport and Airway Trust Fund. 
                                                                                    Pages H1320–24 

Recess: The House recessed at 5:22 p.m. and recon-
vened at 6:30 p.m.                                                    Page H1324 

Suspensions—Proceedings Postponed: The House 
debated the following measures under suspension of 
the rules. Further proceedings were postponed. 

Extending the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project involving the 
Gibson Dam: H.R. 2081, to extend the deadline for 
commencement of construction of a hydroelectric 
project involving the Gibson Dam;                  Page H1309 

Extending the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project: H.R. 3447, 
amended, to extend the deadline for commencement 
of construction of a hydroelectric project;     Page H1309 

Extending the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project: H.R. 4416, 
to extend the deadline for commencement of con-
struction of a hydroelectric project; and         Page H1310 

Extending the deadline for commencement of 
construction of a hydroelectric project: H.R. 4434, 
to extend the deadline for commencement of con-
struction of a hydroelectric project.                  Page H1310 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the 
House today appears on page H1304. 

Senate Referral: S. 524 was held at the desk. 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear 
on pages H1324–25, H1325–26, and H1326–27. 
There were no quorum calls. 

Adjournment: The House met at 12 noon and ad-
journed at 9:47 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
APPROPRIATIONS—OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Finan-
cial Services and General Government held a budget 
hearing on the Office of Personnel Management. 
Testimony was heard from Beth F. Cobert, Acting 
Director, Office of Personnel Management. 
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MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee 
began a markup on H.R. 2666, the ‘‘No Rate Regu-
lation of Broadband Internet Access Act’’; and H.R. 
4725, the ‘‘Common Sense Savings Act of 2016’’. 

SENSE ACT; SMALL BUSINESS BROADBAND 
DEPLOYMENT ACT 
Committee on Rules: Full Committee held a hearing on 
H.R. 3797, the ‘‘SENSE Act’’; and H.R. 4596, the 
‘‘Small Business Broadband Deployment Act’’. The 
committee granted, by record vote of 6–4, a struc-
tured rule for H.R. 4596. The rule provides one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. The rule waives all 
points of order against consideration of the bill. The 
rule provides that the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute recommended by the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce now printed in the bill shall be 
considered as adopted and the bill, as amended, shall 
be considered as read. The rule waives all points of 
order against provisions in the bill, as amended. The 
rule makes in order only the further amendment 
printed in part A of the Rules Committee report, if 
offered by the Member designated in the report. The 
amendment shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the report equally 
divided and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion. The rule waives all points of order against the 
amendment printed in part A of the report. The rule 
provides one motion to recommit with or without 
instructions. The rule also granted a structured rule 
for H.R. 3797. The rule provides one hour of gen-
eral debate equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. The rule waives all 
points of order against consideration of the bill. The 
rule provides that the bill shall be considered as 
read. The rule waives all points of order against pro-
visions in the bill. The rule makes in order only 
those amendments printed in part B of the Rules 
Committee report. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report, may 
be offered only by a Member designated in the re-
port, shall be considered as read, shall be debatable 
for the time specified in the report equally divided 
and controlled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the question. The 
rule waives all points of order against the amend-
ments printed in part B of the report. The rule pro-
vides one motion to recommit with or without in-

structions. Testimony was heard from Representa-
tives Latta, Pallone, and Rothfus. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR TUESDAY, 
MARCH 15, 2016 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on State, 

Foreign Operations, and Related Programs, to hold hear-
ings to examine proposed budget estimates and justifica-
tion for fiscal year 2017 for the United States Agency for 
International Development, 2:30 p.m., SD–124. 

Subcommittee on Legislative Branch, to hold hearings 
to examine proposed budget estimates and justification 
for fiscal year 2017 for the Library of Congress and the 
Architect of the Capitol, 3 p.m., SD–192. 

Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Readiness 
and Management Support, to hold hearings to examine 
the current state of readiness of United States forces in 
review of the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal 
year 2017 and the Future Years Defense Program, 10 
a.m., SR–222. 

Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine the pos-
ture of the Department of the Navy in review of the De-
fense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2017 and the 
Future Years Defense Program, 2:30 p.m., SH–216. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: to 
hold hearings to examine the nominations of Matthew 
Rhett Jeppson, of Florida, to be Director of the Mint, 
Department of the Treasury, and Lisa M. Fairfax, of 
Maryland, and Hester Maria Peirce, of Ohio, both to be 
a Member of the Securities and Exchange Commission, 
10 a.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: to 
hold hearings to examine the future of self-driving cars, 
2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: to hold an 
oversight hearing to examine the presidential memo-
randum issued on November 3, 2015 entitled, ‘‘Miti-
gating Impacts on Natural Resources from Development 
and Encouraging Related Private Investment.’’, 10 a.m., 
SD–366. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: to hold hearings to exam-
ine Ukrainian reforms two years after the Maidan Revolu-
tion and the Russian invasion, 10 a.m., SD–419. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
to hold hearings to examine the security of United States 
visa programs, 10 a.m., SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: to hold hearings to examine 
late-term abortion, 10 a.m., SD–226. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: to hold hearings to exam-
ine pending calendar business, 2:15 p.m., SR–418. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: to hold closed hearings to 
examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:59 Mar 15, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\CR\FM\D14MR6.REC D14MRPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 D

IG
E

S
T



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST D247 March 14, 2016 

House 
Committee on Agriculture, Subcommittee on Bio-

technology, Horticulture, and Research; and Sub-
committee on Livestock and Foreign Agriculture, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Defending American Agriculture Against For-
eign Pests and Diseases’’, 10 a.m., 1300 Longworth. 

Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Defense, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Members’ Day’’, 9 a.m., HT–2 Capitol. 

Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies, budget hearing on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 9:30 a.m., B–308 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Homeland Security, budget hearing 
on U.S. Secret Service, 10 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education, budget hearing on the Department of 
Labor, 10 a.m., 2358–C Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development, 
Food and Drug Administration, and Related Agencies, 
budget hearing on the Department of Agriculture, Rural 
Development, 10:15 a.m., 2362–A Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies, budget hearing on National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, 10:30 a.m., H–309 Capitol. 

Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development, 
budget hearing on Department of Energy, Environmental 
Management, 10:30 a.m., 2362–B Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on State, Foreign Operations, and Re-
lated Programs, budget hearing on Department of Treas-
ury International Programs, 10:30 a.m., H–140 Capitol. 

Subcommittee on Financial Services and General Gov-
ernment, budget hearing on the Federal Communications 
Commission, 2 p.m., B–308 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Transportation, Housing and Urban 
Development, and Related Agencies, oversight hearing on 
Office of Inspector General, 2 p.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on Readi-
ness, hearing entitled ‘‘The U.S. Transportation Com-
mand Fiscal Year 2017 Readiness Posture’’, 10:15 a.m., 
2118 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Strategic Forces, hearing entitled 
‘‘Fiscal Year 2017 Budget Request for National Security 
Space’’, 3:30 p.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on Education and the Workforce, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the Policies and Pri-
orities of the U.S. Department of Health and Human 
Services’’, 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Full Committee, 
markup on H.R. 2666, the ‘‘No Rate Regulation of 
Broadband Internet Access Act’’; and H.R. 4725, the 
‘‘Common Sense Savings Act of 2016’’ (continued), 10 
a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Review of the FY 2017 Foreign Assistance 
Budget: Aligning Interests, Ensuring Effectiveness and 
Transparency’’, 10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Terrorism, Nonproliferation, and 
Trade, hearing entitled ‘‘Trade with Cuba: Growth and 
Opportunities’’, 1:30 p.m., 1334 Longworth. 

Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific, hearing entitled 
‘‘U.S.-India Relations: Democratic Partners of Economic 
Opportunity’’, 2 p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Europe, Eurasia, and Emerging 
Threats, hearing entitled ‘‘U.S. Policy Toward National 
Self-Determination Movements’’, 2:30 p.m., 2200 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Emer-
gency Preparedness, Response, and Communications, 
hearing entitled ‘‘State of Emergency: The Disaster of 
Cutting Preparedness Grants’’, 10 a.m., 311 Cannon. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Task Force on Executive 
Overreach, hearing entitled ‘‘Executive Overreach in Do-
mestic Affairs Part I—Health Care and Immigration’’, 10 
a.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Regulatory Reform, Commercial and 
Antitrust Law, hearing entitled ‘‘The Chevron Doctrine: 
Constitutional and Statutory Questions in Judicial Def-
erence to Agencies’’, 1:30 p.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Full Committee, markup 
on H.R. 87, the ‘‘Shiloh National Military Park Bound-
ary Adjustment and Parker’s Crossroads Battlefield Des-
ignation Act’’; H.R. 295, to reauthorize the Historically 
Black Colleges and Universities Historic Preservation pro-
gram; H.R. 329, the ‘‘Indian Employment, Training and 
Related Services Consolidation Act of 2015’’; H.R. 496, 
the ‘‘Alabama Hills National Scenic Area Establishment 
Act’’; H.R. 1621, to modify the boundary of Petersburg 
National Battlefield in the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
and for other purposes; H.R. 1838, the ‘‘Clear Creek Na-
tional Recreation Area and Conservation Act’’; H.R. 
2009, the ‘‘Pascua Yaqui Tribe Land Conveyance Act of 
2015’’; H.R. 2733, the ‘‘Nevada Native Nations Land 
Act’’; H.R. 3070, the ‘‘EEZ Clarification Act’’; H.R. 
3211, to provide for the addition of certain real property 
to the reservation of the Siletz Tribe in the State of Or-
egon; H.R. 3826, the ‘‘Mount Hood Cooper Spur Land 
Exchange Clarification Act’’; H.R. 4245, to exempt im-
portation and exportation of sea urchins and sea cucum-
bers from licensing requirements under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973; H.R. 4579, the ‘‘Utah Test and 
Training Range Encroachment Prevention and Temporary 
Closure Act’’; and H.R. 4680, to prepare the National 
Park Service for its Centennial in 2016 and for a second 
century of promoting and protecting the natural, historic, 
and cultural resources of our National Parks for the en-
joyment of present and future generations, and for other 
purposes, 4 p.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining Federal Administra-
tion of the Safe Drinking Water Act in Flint, Michi-
gan—Part II’’, 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Government Operations, hearing en-
titled ‘‘Accountability and Transparency Reform at the 
Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs’’, 2 p.m., 
2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, Subcommittee 
on Oversight, hearing entitled ‘‘Racing to Regulate: 
EPA’s Latest Overreach on Amateur Drivers’’, 10 a.m., 
2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation, 
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hearing entitled ‘‘The President’s Fiscal Year 2017 Budg-
et Request for Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation 
Programs’’, 10 a.m., 2167 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Subcommittee on Dis-
ability Assistance and Memorial Affairs; and Sub-
committee on Oversight and Investigations, joint hearing 
entitled ‘‘Twenty Five Years After the Persian Gulf War: 
An Assessment of VA’s Disability Claim Process with Re-
spect to Gulf War Illness’’, 10:30 a.m., 334 Cannon. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD 
Week of March 15 through March 18, 2016 

Senate Chamber 
On Tuesday, Senate will continue consideration of 

the House message to accompany S. 764, National 
Sea Grant College Program Amendments Act. 

During the balance of the week, Senate may con-
sider any cleared legislative and executive business. 

Senate Committees 
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Committee on Appropriations: March 15, Subcommittee 
on State, Foreign Operations, and Related Programs, to 
hold hearings to examine proposed budget estimates and 
justification for fiscal year 2017 for the United States 
Agency for International Development, 2:30 p.m., 
SD–124. 

March 15, Subcommittee on Legislative Branch, to 
hold hearings to examine proposed budget estimates and 
justification for fiscal year 2017 for the Library of Con-
gress and the Architect of the Capitol, 3 p.m., SD–192. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Department of Defense, to 
hold hearings to examine proposed budget estimates and 
justification for fiscal year 2017 for the National Guard 
and Reserve, 10:30 a.m., SD–192. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Energy and Water Devel-
opment, to hold hearings to examine proposed budget es-
timates and justification for fiscal year 2017 for the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Administration, 2:30 p.m., 
SD–138. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Departments of Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Education, and Related 
Agencies, to hold hearings to examine proposed budget 
estimates and justification for fiscal year 2017 for the De-
partment of Labor, 10 a.m., SD–138. 

Committee on Armed Services: March 15, Subcommittee 
on Readiness and Management Support, to hold hearings 
to examine the current state of readiness of United States 
forces in review of the Defense Authorization Request for 
fiscal year 2017 and the Future Years Defense Program, 
10 a.m., SR–222. 

March 15, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine the posture of the Department of the Navy in review 
of the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2017 
and the Future Years Defense Program, 2:30 p.m., 
SH–216. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Airland, to hold hearings 
to examine Army Unmanned Aircraft Vehicle and Air 

Force Remotely Piloted Aircraft Enterprises in review of 
the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2017 
and the Future Years Defense Program, 2:30 p.m., 
SR–222. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 
Capabilities, to hold closed hearings to examine the De-
partment of Defense’s global counterterrorism strategy, 
2:30 p.m., SVC–217. 

March 17, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine the Department of Defense budget posture in review 
of the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2017 
and the Future Years Defense Program, 9:30 a.m., 
SD–G50. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
March 15, to hold hearings to examine the nominations 
of Matthew Rhett Jeppson, of Florida, to be Director of 
the Mint, Department of the Treasury, and Lisa M. Fair-
fax, of Maryland, and Hester Maria Peirce, of Ohio, both 
to be a Member of the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, 10 a.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: March 
15, to hold hearings to examine the future of self-driving 
cars, 2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

March 16, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider S. 2658, to amend title 49, United States Code, to 
authorize appropriations for the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration for fiscal years 2016 through 2017, S. 2644, to 
reauthorize the Federal Communications Commission for 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, and a routine list in the 
Coast Guard, 10 a.m., SR–253. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: March 15, to 
hold an oversight hearing to examine the presidential 
memorandum issued on November 3, 2015 entitled, 
‘‘Mitigating Impacts on Natural Resources from Develop-
ment and Encouraging Related Private Investment.’’, 10 
a.m., SD–366. 

March 17, Subcommittee on National Parks, to hold 
hearings to examine S. 2177 and H.R. 959, bills to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to conduct a special 
resource study of the Medgar Evers House, located in 
Jackson, Mississippi, S. 651 and H.R. 1289, bills to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to acquire certain 
land in Martinez, California, for inclusion in the John 
Muir National Historic Site, H.R. 1949, to provide for 
the consideration and submission of site and design pro-
posals for the National Liberty Memorial approved for es-
tablishment in the District of Columbia, S. 1329 and 
H.R. 2288, bills to remove the use restrictions on certain 
land transferred to Rockingham County, Virginia, H.R. 
2880, to redesignate the Martin Luther King, Junior, Na-
tional Historic Site in the State of Georgia, S. 1930 and 
H.R. 3371, bills to adjust the boundary of the Kennesaw 
Mountain National Battlefield Park to include the Wallis 
House and Harriston Hill, S. 119, to amend the Federal 
Lands Recreation Enhancement Act to provide for a life-
time National Recreational Pass for any veteran with a 
service-connected disability, S. 718, to modify the bound-
ary of Petersburg National Battlefield in the Common-
wealth of Virginia, S. 770, to authorize Escambia County, 
Florida, to convey certain property that was formerly part 
of Santa Rosa Island National Monument and that was 
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conveyed to Escambia County subject to restrictions on 
use and reconveyance, S. 1577, to amend the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers Act to designate certain segments of East 
Rosebud Creek in Carbon County, Montana, as compo-
nents of the Wild and Scenic Rivers System, S. 1943, to 
modify the boundary of the Shiloh National Military Park 
located in the State of Tennessee and Mississippi, to es-
tablish Parker’s Crossroads Battlefield as an affiliated area 
of the National Park System, S. 1975, to establish the 
Sewall-Belmont House National Historic Site as a unit of 
the National Park System, S. 1982, to authorize a Wall 
of Remembrance as part of the Korean War Veterans Me-
morial and to allow certain private contributions to fund 
the Wall of Remembrance, S. 1993, to establish the 21st 
Century Conservation Service Corps to place youth and 
veterans in the United States in national service positions 
to protect, restore, and enhance the great outdoors of the 
United States, S. 2039, to designate the mountain at the 
Devils Tower National Monument, Wyoming, as Devils 
Tower, S. 2061, to designate a National Memorial to 
Fallen Educators at the National Teachers Hall of Fame 
in Emporia, Kansas, S. 2309, to amend title 54, United 
States Code, to establish within the National Park Service 
the U.S. Civil Rights Network, S. 2608, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture 
to place signage on Federal land along the trail known 
as the ‘‘American Discovery Trail’’, S. 2620, to facilitate 
the addition of park administration at the Coltsville Na-
tional Historical Park, S. 2628, to authorize the National 
Emergency Medical Services Memorial Foundation to es-
tablish a commemorative work in the District of Colum-
bia and its environs, 3 p.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Environment and Public Works: March 16, 
to hold hearings to examine the 2016 Water Resources 
Development Act, focusing on policies and projects, 10 
a.m., SD–406. 

Committee on Finance: March 17, to hold hearings to ex-
amine HealthCare.gov, focusing on a review of operations 
and enrollment, 10 a.m., SD–215. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: March 15, to hold hear-
ings to examine Ukrainian reforms two years after the 
Maidan Revolution and the Russian invasion, 10 a.m., 
SD–419. 

March 17, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine the Administration’s nuclear agenda, 10 a.m., 
SD–419. 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
March 16, business meeting to consider S. 1455, to pro-
vide access to medication-assisted therapy, S. 2256, to es-
tablish programs for health care provider training in Fed-
eral health care and medical facilities, to establish Federal 
co-prescribing guidelines, to establish a grant program 
with respect to naloxone, S. 480, to amend and reauthor-
ize the controlled substance monitoring program under 
section 399O of the Public Health Service Act, an origi-
nal bill entitled, ‘‘Mental Health Reform Act of 2016’’, 
and an original bill entitled, ‘‘Plan of Safe Care Improve-
ment Act’’, 10 a.m., SD–106. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
March 15, to hold hearings to examine the security of 
United States visa programs, 10 a.m., SD–342. 

March 16, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine Department of Homeland Security management and 
acquisition reform, 2 p.m., SD–342. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 
Federal Management, to hold hearings to examine agency 
use of deference, 9 a.m., SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: March 15, to hold hearings 
to examine late-term abortion, 10 a.m., SD–226. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Immigration and the Na-
tional Interest, to hold hearings to examine the impact 
of immigration on United States workers, 10 a.m., 
SD–226. 

March 16, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine preventing a fiscal crisis in America, focusing on a 
balanced budget amendment to the Constitution, 2 p.m., 
SD–226. 

March 17, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider S. 247, to amend section 349 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to deem specified activities in sup-
port of terrorism as renunciation of United States nation-
ality, S. 2390, to provide adequate protections for whis-
tleblowers at the Federal Bureau of Investigation, S. 
2613, to reauthorize certain programs established by the 
Adam Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006, 
S. 2614, to amend the Violent Crime Control and Law 
Enforcement Act of 1994, to reauthorize the Missing Alz-
heimer’s Disease Patient Alert Program, and to promote 
initiatives that will reduce the risk of injury and death 
relating to the wandering characteristics of some children 
with autism, and the nominations of Elizabeth J. Drake, 
of Maryland, Jennifer Choe Groves, of Virginia, and Gary 
Stephen Katzmann, of Massachusetts, each to be a Judge 
of the United States Court of International Trade, and 
Clare E. Connors, to be United States District Judge for 
the District of Hawaii, 10 a.m., SD–226. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: March 15, to hold hear-
ings to examine pending calendar business, 2:15 p.m., 
SR–418. 

March 16, Full Committee, to hold a joint hearing 
with the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to exam-
ine the legislative presentation of multiple Veterans Serv-
ice Organizations, 10 a.m., SD–G50. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: March 15, to hold closed 
hearings to examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 
p.m., SH–219. 

March 17, Full Committee, to hold closed hearings to 
examine certain intelligence matters, 2 p.m., SH–219. 

Special Committee on Aging: March 17, to hold hearings 
to examine sudden price spikes in decades-old Rx drugs, 
9:45 a.m., SD–562. 

House Committees 
Committee on Agriculture, March 17, Full Committee, 

hearing entitled ‘‘Examining USDA Organization and 
Program Administration—Part I’’, 1 p.m., 1300 Long-
worth. 

March 18, Full Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Exam-
ining USDA Organization and Program Administra-
tion—Part II’’, 9 a.m., 1300 Longworth. 

Committee on Appropriations, March 16, Subcommittee 
on Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies, budget 
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hearing on the National Park Service, 9:30 a.m., B–308 
Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies, budget hearing on Department of Agriculture, 
Research, Education, and Economics, 10 a.m., 2362–A 
Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Financial Services and 
General Government, budget hearing on the Department 
of the Treasury, 10 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Homeland Security, 
budget hearing on the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, 10 a.m., 2362–B Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Labor, Health and Human 
Services, and Education, budget hearing on the National 
Institutes of Health, 10 a.m., 2358–C Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies, budget hearing on the 
National Science Foundation, 10:30 a.m., H–309 Capitol. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies, budget hearing on Indian Affairs; 
and oversight hearing on Bureau of Indian Education 
Schools, 1 p.m., B–308 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on State, Foreign Operations, 
and Related Programs, budget hearing on U.S. Agency 
for International Development, 1 p.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies, hearing for American Indian and 
Alaska Native public and outside witnesses, 9 a.m., 
B–308 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Defense, oversight hearing 
on U.S. Central Command, 10 a.m., H–140 Capitol. This 
hearing will be closed. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Homeland Security, 
budget hearing on U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, 10 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies, budget hearing on Department of Agriculture, 
Farm and Foreign Agriculture Service, 10:30 a.m., 
2362–A Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies, hearing for American Indian and 
Alaska Native public and outside witnesses, 1 p.m., 
B–308 Rayburn. 

March 18, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies, hearing for American Indian and 
Alaska Native public and outside witnesses, 9 a.m., 
B–308 Rayburn. 

March 18, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies, hearing for American Indian and 
Alaska Native public and outside witnesses, 1 p.m., 
B–308 Rayburn. 

Committee on Armed Services, March 16, Full Committee, 
hearing entitled ‘‘The Fiscal Year 2017 National Defense 
Authorization Budget Request from the Military Depart-
ments’’, 10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 
Capabilities, hearing entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 2017 Budget 
Request for U.S. Cyber Command: Preparing for Oper-
ations in the Cyber Domain’’, 2 p.m., 2212 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Tactical Air and Land 
Forces, hearing entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 2017 Army and Air 
Force Rotorcraft Modernization Programs’’, 3:30 p.m., 
2118 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions, hearing entitled ‘‘Evaluating DOD Investments: 
Case Studies in Afghanistan Initiatives and U.S. Weapons 
Sustainment’’, 4:30 p.m., 2212 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Readiness, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘The Department of the Navy 2017 Operation and 
Maintenance Budget Request and Readiness Posture’’, 
9:30 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on Education and the Workforce, March 16, Full 
Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the Policies and 
Priorities of the U.S. Department of Labor’’, 10 a.m., 
2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, March 16, Sub-
committee on Commerce, Manufacturing, and Trade, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Disrupter Series: Digital Currency and 
Block Chain Technology’’, 11 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Health, hearing entitled 
‘‘Medicare Access and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 
2015: Examining Implementation of Medicare Payment 
Reforms’’, 10 a.m., 2322 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Communications and 
Technology, hearing entitled ‘‘Privatizing the Internet 
Assigned Number Authority’’, 10:15 a.m., 2123 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Financial Services, March 16, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘The Semi-Annual Report of the 
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection’’, 10 a.m., 2128 
Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions, hearing entitled ‘‘The FDIC’s Targeting of Refund 
Anticipation Loans’’, 2 p.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, March 16, Full Committee, 
markup on H. Res. 343, expressing concern regarding 
persistent and credible reports of systematic, state-sanc-
tioned organ harvesting from non-consenting prisoners of 
conscience in the People’s Republic of China, including 
from large numbers of Falun Gong practitioners and 
members of other religious and ethnic minority groups; 
and H.R. 4678, to prohibit modification, abrogation, 
abandonment, or other related actions with respect to 
United States jurisdiction and control over United States 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, without congres-
sional action, 10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, March 16, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘DHS in Today’s Dangerous 
World: Examining the Department’s Budget and Readi-
ness to Counter Homeland Threats’’, 10 a.m., 311 Can-
non. 

Committee on House Administration, March 16, Full Com-
mittee, markup on a resolution to amend the Committee 
regulations collectively known as the Guide to Outfitting 
and Maintaining an Office of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives; a resolution to approve regulations pursuant 
to H. Res. 5 regarding Congressional Member Organiza-
tions; a resolution to amend the Committee regulations 
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collectively known as the Members’ Congressional Hand-
book; and a resolution to amend the Committee regula-
tions collectively known as the Committee Handbook, 
10:30 a.m., 1310 Longworth. 

Committee on the Judiciary, March 16, Full Committee, 
markup on the ‘‘Refugee Program Integrity Restoration 
Act of 2016’’, 10 a.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, March 16, Full Com-
mittee, markup on H.R. 87, the ‘‘Shiloh National Mili-
tary Park Boundary Adjustment and Parker’s Crossroads 
Battlefield Designation Act’’; H.R. 295, to reauthorize 
the Historically Black Colleges and Universities Historic 
Preservation program; H.R. 329, the ‘‘Indian Employ-
ment, Training and Related Services Consolidation Act of 
2015’’; H.R. 496, the ‘‘Alabama Hills National Scenic 
Area Establishment Act’’; H.R. 1621, to modify the 
boundary of Petersburg National Battlefield in the Com-
monwealth of Virginia, and for other purposes; H.R. 
1838, the ‘‘Clear Creek National Recreation Area and 
Conservation Act’’; H.R. 2009, the ‘‘Pascua Yaqui Tribe 
Land Conveyance Act of 2015’’; H.R. 2733, the ‘‘Nevada 
Native Nations Land Act’’; H.R. 3070, the ‘‘EEZ Clari-
fication Act’’; H.R. 3211, to provide for the addition of 
certain real property to the reservation of the Siletz Tribe 
in the State of Oregon; H.R. 3826, the ‘‘Mount Hood 
Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clarification Act’’; H.R. 
4245, to exempt importation and exportation of sea ur-
chins and sea cucumbers from licensing requirements 
under the Endangered Species Act of 1973; H.R. 4579, 
the ‘‘Utah Test and Training Range Encroachment Pre-
vention and Temporary Closure Act’’; and H.R. 4680, to 
prepare the National Park Service for its Centennial in 
2016 and for a second century of promoting and pro-
tecting the natural, historic, and cultural resources of our 
National Parks for the enjoyment of present and future 
generations, and for other purposes (continued), 10 a.m., 
1324 Longworth. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions, hearing entitled ‘‘Implementation of the Depart-
ment of the Interior’s Law Enforcement Records System’’, 
9:30 a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, March 16, 
Full Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Rebuilding Afghani-
stan: Oversight of Defense Department Infrastructure 
Projects’’, 9 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Information Technology, 
hearing entitled ‘‘VA Cybersecurity and IT Oversight’’, 2 
p.m., 2247 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on the Interior; and Sub-
committee on Health Care, Benefits and Administrative 
Rules, joint hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the Renewable 
Fuel Standard’’, 2 p.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

March 17, Full Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Exam-
ining Federal Administration of the Safe Drinking Water 
Act in Flint, Michigan—Part III’’, 9 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Rules, March 16, Full Committee, markup 
and hearing on a resolution authorizing the Speaker to 

appear as amicus curiae on behalf of the House of Rep-
resentatives in the matter of United States, et al. v. 
Texas, et al., No. 15–674, 3 p.m., H–313 Capitol. 

Committee on Science, Space, and Tehnology, March 16, 
Subcommittee on Research and Technology, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘An Overview of the Budget Proposal for the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Technology for Fiscal 
Year 2017’’, 10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

March 16, Subcommittee on Environment, hearing en-
titled ‘‘An Overview of the Budget Proposal for the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration for Fiscal 
Year 2017’’, 2 p.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Space, hearing entitled 
‘‘An Overview of the Budget Proposal for the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration for Fiscal Year 
2017’’, 10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Small Business, March 16, Full Committee, 
hearing entitled ‘‘SBA Management and Performance 
Challenges: The Inspector General’s Perspective’’, 11 
a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

March 17, Subcommittee on Investigations, Oversight 
and Regulations, hearing entitled ‘‘Risky Business: Effects 
of New Joint Employer Standards for Small Firms’’, 10 
a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs March 16, Subcommittee 
on Economic Opportunity; and Subcommittee on Health, 
hearing on draft legislation to improve the authority of 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to hire and retain physi-
cians and other employees of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, 2 p.m., 334 Cannon. 

Committee on Ways and Means, March 16, Subcommittee 
on Health, hearing entitled ‘‘Preserving and Strength-
ening Medicare’’, 10 a.m., 1100 Longworth. 

March 16, Full Committee, markup on H.R. 4472, the 
‘‘Modernizing the Interstate Placement of Children in 
Foster Care Act’’; H.R. 4722, to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to require inclusion of the taxpayer’s 
social security number to claim the refundable portion of 
the child tax credit; H.R. 4723, the ‘‘Protecting Tax-
payers by Recovering Improper Obamacare Subsidy Over-
payments Act; and H.R. 4724, the ‘‘Reducing Duplica-
tive and Ineffective Federal Funding Act’’, 3 p.m., 1100 
Longworth. 

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, March 16, Sub-
committee on Emerging Threats, hearing on FBI FY 
2017 Budget, 2 p.m., HVC–304. This hearing will be 
closed. 

March 17, Subcommittee on NSA and Cybersecurity, 
hearing on NSA FY 2017 Budget, 9 a.m., HVC–304. 
This hearing will be closed. 

Joint Meetings 
Joint Hearing: March 16, Senate Committee on Vet-

erans’ Affairs, to hold a joint hearing with the House 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to examine the legislative 
presentation of multiple Veterans Service Organizations, 
10 a.m., SD–G50. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Tuesday, March 15 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Senate will be in a period of 
morning business until 12:30 p.m. 

At 2:15 p.m., Senate will continue consideration of the 
House message to accompany S. 764, National Sea Grant 
College Program Amendments Act. 

(Senate will recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for their 
respective party conferences.) 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Tuesday, March 15 

House Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Consideration of H.R. 3797— 
SENSE Act (Subject to a Rule). 
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